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William Leggett: His Life, His Ideas 
And His Political Role. 
A Master's Thesis 
by 
John J. Fox, Jr. 
William Leggett.was born on April 30, 18010 The first eighteen 
years of his life were spent in New York City. During these years there 
was nothing which made him stand out from any other nineteenth century 
youth. Nor was there anything which indicated that by the time of his 
death he would be loved and hated and that his name would be synonymous 
' 
with equal rights. Perhaps none of this would have come about if his 
father had not moved to Illinois. Here on the frontier, Leggett came to 
know, and make part of himself, the spirit of independence and equality 
characteristic of the pioneers. 
While Leggett was keenly aware of, and interested in the 
frontier, he never developed a liking for it. He was too cosmopolitan 
to be able to adjust to such a parochial environment. The desire to 
return East led him to accept a midshipman's connnission in the Navy. To 
his dismay he found that he disliked the Navy even more than he did 
Edwardsville. For the first time in his life he was subject to discipline 
other than parental. This he found intolerable. His spirit of individualism 
and equality, fed by the rebellious nature of youth made him resent and react 
against arbitrary authority. 
A court-martial, along with dissatisfaction, ·caused Leggett to 
resign from the Navy in April, 1826. For the next three years he had a 
,, 
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very short career as an actor, and a somewhat longer career as a publisher 
of a literary journal. In between these two careers he attempted to 
be an author and worked as a newspaperman. The most important thing about 
these three years is that they indicate Leggett' s search to find tl1e media 
--· 
in which he could express himself as an individual. 
The search came to an end in July, 1829, when he joined William 
Cullen Bryant on the New York Evening Post. It was not until he wrote 
his first political editorial in August, that he himself realized that the 
. ' 
search was over. For the next eight years he was one of the most important 
political journalists and editors in New York City. Mainly as a result of 
his pen, the New York City Democratic Party was changed from an organization 
which spoke in favor of equal rights but supported special privileges, to 
one which spoke against special privileges and supported equal rights. 
For this reason alone, William Leggett should be considered one 
of America's major propagandists. Like Samuel Adams, he too helped spark 
a political revolution, although much more limited in scope. The events 
that Leggett helped to put into motion in New York City eventually spread 
throughout the country, bringing about in the end, a national Democratic 
Party which is directly connected to the present day Party. 
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Chapter I 
The Formative Years 
1801 to 1826 
) 
,· 
''-\ 
On March 4, 1801, Thomas Jefferson was inaugurated as the third 
President of the United States. Just six weeks before t'\Jilliam Leggett, 1.-, 
destined to become one of the important heirs to the Jeffersonian legacy 
1 
of democratic equality, was borh to Abraham and Catherine Leggett. With 
his two sisters and older brother, William's early life was spent in New 
2 
York City. Upon completion o~ a course of "preliminary studies," Leggett. 
desired to continue his education; therefore in the fall of 1815, he left 
New York for the District of Columbia where he enrolled at Georgetown 
3 
College. 
Although majoring in mathematics and taking courses in Latin 
and Religion, he "mastered the prescribed studies with such ease that they 
4 
seemed rather a pastime than a task." All signs appeared to indicate 
that the young student would have no trouble earning his degree, but before 
he was able to complete his second year he was forced to give up his studies 
when his father's retail business suffered severe financial reverses. 
William, undoubtedly disappointed, returned to New York determined to find 
a means by which he could aid his family. Believing that he had the ability 
to be an actor, he decided to go on the stage. Though possibly overrating 
his ability, Leggett did obtain for one performance special billing with the 
5 
star. 
In 1819, his budding career was brought to an abrupt halt by a 
decision of his father. After suffering three years of financial hardship, 
Abraham came to the conclusion that as long as he remained in the environs of 
New York City his situation would never improve. His only hope, he believed, 
lay in his moving his family west to the frontier area of Illinois. In making 
this decision qe was influenced by his son-in-law James Breaths, who along with 
.\ 
------
-2-
some other retired se.a-captains, bad decided to establish a community 
in "the fertile and beautiful region between the Mississippi and the 
6 7 
Wabash" rivers. Marine Settlement, as the proposed new hamlet was to 
\ be called, was located only a few miles from the village of Edwardsville 
which had been founded in 1815, by Ninian Edwards. 
-Captain Breaths, unable to join the other pioneers when they went 
west in 1817, was ready to leave New York in the fall of 1819. Shortly 
before the day of departure, his father-in-law decided to make the journey 
' with him. Abraham realized that by going to Marine Settlement he would not 
only become a member of a small, sound, and stable community, but also 
an owner of rich farming land. Although these factors appear to have 
weighed heavily in his decision, Abraham, upon reaching Illinois, chose for 
some unknown reason, to settle in Edwardsville. Upon establishing his 
residence in the village, he opened a blacksmith shop, resuming the trade 
which he had plied before entering the retail business. 
The high hopes that Abraham had on entering the westward adventure 
were dissolved by the realities of life. He soon found that the misfortunes 
that had befallen him in the East continued to plague him in the West. Not I 
only was he hounded by financial difficulties, but 'le was also visited by the 
spector of illness and death. Within a short period of time he lost two 
daughters and a granddaughter, and both he and William were stricken by a 
mysterious fever. 
.. 
., While illness and death are distressing and depressing adversities, 
their impact is usually overcome, and healed with the passage of time. Unlike 
misfortunes of this nature, financial d~fficulties pursue some people all 
their life. This appeared to be the case with Abraham Leggett. Within a 
f 
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a short time of opening his blacksmith shop, ha became iDcreasinaly 
aware ~hat because of his health and age (he was in his sixties), he was 
losing out to th9 village's other,, smithy. He had been strong enough when 
be came to Illinois, but the fever, which kept him from practising his 
tradep sapp~d from him strength which he could never regain. The in•' 
ability to operate a profitable business saddled the elder Leggett, in 
less than a year, with a debt of five hundred dollars. Such setbacks 
ordinary man quit; but not Abraham. 
Be felt that once he regained his full health things would improve. 
He might have been able to build up a successful business if 
his youngest son, William, had been able to lend him a hand. But this 
could not be; William was physically unfit to work as an apprentice 
blacksmith. We do not know just what tJl)e of work Leggett did while 
living in Edwardsville. It is conceivable, if we are to accept literally 
a title of a book he later published, that he taught school for a short 
period of time. He may also have worked for the EdwardsYille Spectator, 8 
the village newspaper. 
Being a small coamunity, Edwardsville soon came to know the 
Leggett family. Among their friends was Senator Ninian Edwards (1818-1824), 
the founder of the vill~ge. In the year or two that be knew the family, 
he came to respect the abilities of William so highly that he reconmended 
that the Navy appoint him an acting Midshipman. The Navy, acting on the 
recoaanendation, officially notified Leggett on December 4, 1822, of his 
app~~ntment. When Leggett learned from Edwards of the pending appointment, 
he decided to return to New York and live with his half•brother until he 
entered the service. On Oct9ber 3, 1822, just about three years after coming 
....... 
: ... 
•4• 
to Bdwardsville, Leggett said goodby to bis family and started his journey 
eastward. 
111· December when he received his appointment, the Navy for some 
unexplained reason, made no provision for his being assigned to duty. 
After waiting what he considered to be a reasonable period of time, he 
wrote to both the Navy and Senator Edwards asking for an assignment to a 
duty station. Finally, toward the end of May, 1823, five months after 
being appointed, he w&,a ordered to proceed to the Norfolk Naval Base in 
Virginia, where he was to board the USS John Adams. He was also informed 
that he was not being assigned as a permanent member of the Adams' crew. 
He was only to sail with it to the West Indies where he would take up 
duty aboard the USS Clane. 
On June 17, the Adams left Norfolk on its two months voyage. 
During the voyage Leggett used the time to learn the duties of a Midshipman 
and to gain his sea legs. The memorable experience came to an end on 
August 22, when the Adams entered the harbor of Allentown on Thompson's 
Island. With the completion of his first voyage, Leggett was happily and 
anxiously looki~g forward to boarding the Cyane. But before he was able 
to effect his transfer, he was dealt a crushing blow which changed his mood 
from happiness to despair. Soon after the Adams arrived in the harbor·, it 
f 
was struck by an outbreak of yellow fever. The young sailor was one of the 
twenty to fall under the attack of the disease-carrying mosquitoes. 
Leggett became so ill that the ship's doctor feared that he would 
die. But be survived the critical period and proved the Doctor's fears to 
be unfoundedo The fact that he passed the crisis did not mean he was cured; 
he was still seriously ill and it would be a long time before be would be 
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able to ,resume his official duties. To aid his recuperation, the Navy 
Department ordered him, on September 8, to return to the States. In 
ordering him Stateside, it granted his wish for assignment to the New York 
Naval Station until complete recovery had taken place. 
t) 
For the next few weeks Leggett took life easy doing nothing more 
than resting. Finally by November he once again felt strong enough to 
resume his duties. In applying for duty he requested to be assigned to ~ 
the Cyaner., which had been detached from the West Indies squadron and 
• 
assigned to duty in the Mediterranean. The Navy granted the request and 
at the same time awarded him a permanent commissiono Upon receivi~g his 
orders he boarded the Cyane at Norfolk, and helped ready it for a late 
Februa,ry··-daparture. On April 9, 1824, the ship arrived in the Mediterranean 
and joined the squadron. Upon arrival Captain John Orde Creighton, co,n111anding 
officer of Cyane~ assumed temporary coDDand of the squadron. After holding 
command for a little over seven months he was replaced by Coaaodore Thomas 
9 
MacDonough. 
"' On assuming cOD1Dand, MacDonough ordered the squadron to proceed 
to Port Mahon on the Island of Minorca. In later life the name Mahon must 
have made Leggett quiver with anger, for with his arrival in this port his 
career went into a rapid decline. Soon after arriving, he disobeyed orders by 
staying ashore all night. When informed of Leggett's action, Creighton, who 
>· 
was ashore recuperating from an illness, ordered him restricted to the ship. 
The only time he was to be allowed ashore was when his official duties made 
it necessary. Leggett accepted this punishment without complaint. But the 
punishment did not deter him from getting into more trouble. On January l, 
1825, he became involved in a heated argument with Midshipman Trotten. The 
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argument became violent and Leggett challenged Trotten to a duel; the 
challenge was accepted. It was agreed to fight the duel on January 7, a 
~ 
night on which Leggett would be ashore performing guard duty. In order to 
duel Leggett would be forced to leave fmiB post; a capital offense in the 
military service. Leggett and Trotten must have known this, but they still 
went ahead. While they were dueling, Lieutenant S.H. Stringham, the officer 
in charge, came ashore and found the post deserted. Inquiring, ha learned 
about the duel. The. next morning he reported the incident to Creighton. 
Angered by Leggett's latest actions, Creighton ordered him 
arrested and confined bet~een two guns on the open deck. He also ordered 
that the prisoner was to be guarded at all times and wa~ 
with anyone. When placed under arrest and informed of the nature of his 
confinement, Leggett became completely depressed and began to cry. He 
became so overwhelmed with despondency that for ~11 practical purposes he 
was temporarily insane. All he could think about was the embarrassment that 
would result from public confinement. When his request to be placed below 
deck was refused, he grabbed a. guard us dirk and· stabbed himself.- His 
auicide attempt proved to be a failure; all he succeeded in doing was to 
inflict a small flesh wound. After this he never again tried to harm himself, 
or to get bis area of confinement changed. The failure seemed to give him 
the fortitude to face what he considered to be an affront to his dignity. 
While now mentally prepared to endure Creighton's outrageous punishment, he 
was not physically prepared to withstand the harsh attacks of nature. In 
his third week he became seriously ill. Leggett 9s brush with death forced 
Creighton to relent; he could not afford to have the Midshipman die as a 
consequence of his confinement. To insure the prisoner's health he moved him 
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to the cockpit., 
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With bis arrest it was obvious to Leggett that he was destined 
to be court•martialed. He accepted this, but as the weeks passed and 
nothing happened, he grew restless and angry. He could not ~nderstand why 
his confinement should last so ~ong. He felt·-·that if there was going to be 
-
a trial it should be held inmediately; if th•re was-not going to be one, 
then the confinement should be terminated at once. Finally becoming angry 
enough to take matters into his own hands, he wrote a letter to MacDonough 
stating that he had no knowledge of why he was being confined, and that he 
wanted a redress of his grievances. In closing his petition be stated: 
1 have given to Captain CreightODoooDO pretence, 
no shado;w of C~@~eD f@r his opp~@S$i@n; and yetooo I have 
been p~~ished ~1th~ degr®e of ign@miny ~hich nothing but 
.. ,,_ 
,the most slMlmef~l turpit~de~ or crim~ cf the deep®st dye, 
coulo\ _JP@$Sibly lS~ncti@Imo I lm&w@ been putmisb.ed in <! 
manner ~hie~ I c~~~o~ b@li®ve i~ ~uthoriz@d either by 
tbe regulations or us~ge; of th® Navy; ~nd which I know 
is an infringement of the privileges guaranteed by the 
Constitution and laws of our country. 
I protest against this abuse of power. I report to 
you ••• the conduct of my commander, Captain Crefghton, 
and your situation, your character, the fame which you 
have ~cquired, and the value which you must place on your 
own rights as a freeman, makes me confident that I shall 
be redressed. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 
obedient servant. 
10 
William Leggett 
As has always been the case in the services, Leggett 1 s letter 
bad to go through the proper channels. Its first stop was Captain Creighton's 
desk. The Captain, after·reading the letter, decided that it would be wise 
to draw up formal charges against the "arrogant" Midshipman. On January 
31, be officially charged Leggett with: 1.) disobeying orders by being 
... --··--·- -·-----·-- -----·------
. ' 
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absent from the ship c,vernight; 2.) conduct unbecoming an officer and 
gentleman; J.) leaving his post unattended and before beiDg officially 
relieved; 4.) conduct that tended to destroy good morals.- This last charge., 
11 
was in reference to the attempted suicide. After drawing the charges up 
-
be failed to send either them or the letter, as he should have, on to the 
Coawoodore. 
After waiting more than two months for a reply. that never came, 
"Leggett wrote another lettere This one he sent directly to Creighton, 
warning that if his situation was not improved immediately, he would again 
seek the CODDDodore's aid. Unlike the first letter, this one brought results. 
Creighton foruarded to MacDonough the first letter and the charges that -he 
had preferred against Leggett. To the original charges he added two new 
12 
ones; disrespect to and threatening a superior officer. To make sure 
that the Commodore did not misinterpret Leggett'& letter, he wrote one 
which expressed bis view of the situatio~ and the reason for his drastic 
actions. In the letter he figuratively lowered the boom on Leggett. making 
him out to be a disrespectful troublemaker who shoula be druom,ed out of the 
Navy. 
Although the dispute was now in the bands o~ the Coaaodore, 
Creighton did nothing to improve conditions for Leggett. This only served 
to intensify Leggett'a hatred for his Captain. He now began to find 
diabolical pleasure in reciting vindictive verses. One night while giving 
· his recitation which must have amused the guards, the Captain happened to 
hear him. It is doubtful that Leggett knew of Creighton's presence in the 
area. If he did his choice of verses was most unwise. By reciting lines 
from Maturin's Bertram, he was clearly implying that he would kill the 
"Tyrant" if tlae chance ever preaentecl itself. The Captain, highly incensed 
. .... .:..,..., ... : .......... ,, 
.9. 
by the iapliecl threat, became more determined than aver to ruin Leggett 1 • 
naval career. Therefore, on May 14, a week later, he charged Leggett with 
13 
"disorderly and seditious conduct." Following the filing of the new 
charges, the Comnodore ordered Leggett transferred to his flag ship, the 
USS Bire. The transfer was more than acceptable to Leggett. Being removed 
from the Cyan• meant that he would be free from confinement, a~though still 
1ubject to court-martial. 
On June 21, at the Gibraltar Naval Station, a court~martial was 
convened. The trial ran for nearly two weeks, with Leggett being the main 
actor. Had anyone tr1alked into the Court room and heard Leggett speaking 
"in terms of rights, freedoms, and individual dignity, and maintaining the 
,,14 
duty of [all to combat] ••• authority when it is in the wrong •• e, they 
might have assumed that Creighton, rather than Leggett, was on trial. This 
was the way Leggett planned it; he had no intentions of acknowledging that 
be had done anything wrong. His defense was to show that the Captain was 
arbitrary in bis action and a man "who got pleasure out of giving orders •• 
15 
for the mere pleasure of seeing himself obeyed •••• " He closed his defense, 
or case against Creighton, by issuing a statement in which be said: 
... 
Gentlemen, I am arraigned before this tribunal as the 
violator of the laws of my country: - but l address you, 
not in the apologetic language of an offender 9 but in the 
indignant ttorm@l of an insult@d @fficer o I did KD.Ot eltpect to 
find, among tho~e who h~we s@ ~obly ~~d s@ effect~lly 
defended our country from f@reign aggr@~si@~~~ a d@mestic 
tyranny more hateful in its operation &rmd mor~ Tms.mf'lll in 
its effectSoooo Toler~te tnis conduct aDd where is the ark 
of our aafety? Overuhelmed i~ ~ d@l~g® @f oppr®Bii@n: 
Tolerate tbii conduct 0 &nd th@ hm~da @f the d~~troye~ is on 
the temple of our ri3lliitap hia p@im@ml iroi th@ clb&JL:ilce @f its 
altar: Tolerate this cond1!lc t~ snd ~b.tit i1 tlms b@81sted free• 
dom of our io.atit'1Ilti@ID}a? ,f3Mt the glori@us privilege of 
American citizenship? But no gentlemen, it will not= I 
feel sure that it will not be tolerated. Tell it not in 
' . 
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in Gath, let not the sound reach Asknion of the usurpations and 
tyrannies which have been attempted by a conoander of our Navy. 
Gentlemen, I am done. 16 
.. 
While Leggett bad good reasons to feel that he bad bean treated 
unfairly by a tJrannical officer, he did not seem to understand that it was 
his own actions which put him into the position whereby h@ would be subject 
to such treatment\ On July 2, when the findings were handed down, it 
·~ ,' 
·became evident that the Court understood this, if Leggett did not. In its 
findings the Court held that Leggett was guilty of: l) disobeying an order 
by staying &shore; 2) leaving~ guard post before being relieved; 3) attempting 
to commit suicide; 4) writing disrespectful letters; and 5) disgraceful conduct 
in reciting the verses. It found him not guilty of: 1) insulting Trotten; 
and 2) of seditious conduct by reciting verses. It further held that 
17 
Creighton's treatment of Leggett bad been unfair. On July 5, the Court 
passed sentence, ruling that Leggett'& conduct was of such a nature that 
it warranted his dismissal from the Navy. This was a harsh sentence, but there 
was one hope held out. In light of Leggett'& mistreatment, the Court made it 
conditional on a review of the case by the Navy Department. In essense the 
Court was saying that although Leggett's conduct justified dismissal• there 
18 
can-be no doubt en this point• the unfair treatment he received should' \ 
\ 
be taken into consideration before such dismissal was orderecl~ 
While awaiting the final decision, Leggett was returned to the 
States. In the meantime, the Navy Department, having completed its review, 
sent the case to the President for his action. President iohn Quincy Adams 
found the sentence to be fair, but ruled that because of the circumstances 
Leggett should not be dismissed. At the same time he made it known that 
be did not approve of Leggett' s courtroom attack on Captain Creighton. the 
,""-•,. ;. • .,., .;- . ,·., .- ; a·/' 
1•11 
'I; 
President felt that if Leggett bad a legitimate complaint against hie 
coananding officer he should register it by going through official channels. 
' It was not until December that Leggett was notified that he was 
not-to be dismissed. He now fa-lt free to initiate action against his 
former coamander. Twice he attempted to get the Secretary of the Navy 
Samuel L. Southard to start court=marti~l proceeding~ agai~st Creighton. 
For a while it looked as if he would be successful, but when nothing came 
of either attempt, he decided it was time to leave the Navy. His 
resignation becmne cffici~l on April 17, 1826. The regson he gave for 
his re@ignation was that he had received an offer of a job which held the 
promise of a better future than that which the Navy could offer. ltiis 
unlikely that anyone in the Navy Department was fooled; Leggett had no job 
' 
waiting for him. He resigned only because he felt that the Navy "had done 
him wrong." 
After hanging up his uniform, Leggett decided to return to the 
atage. Here be thought he could make his mark in life. His second 
theatrical debut took place on the stage of the Bowery Theater. The debut 
was so poorly received that it became his first and last performance. 
Although disappointed by his failure, he did not lose his attachment to 
the theater. For the rest of his life he remained closely tied to it, 
becoming an intimate friend of many of its notables, including the great 
American Shakespearean actor, Edwin Forrest. 
Leggett next turned to the literary vorl4. Thia, like the 
theater, was not strange to him. While in Bdwardaville, he had published 
19 
a slim volume of poems. At first he tried free lance writing; he wrote 
short stories and poetry and sold them to newspapers in the New York City 
area. His major work of this period was "The Rifle," a fictional frontier 
- i.,'+ 
,:~ 
'l 
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story which was first published in 1827, in the Atlantic Souvenir. The 
.. 
work quickly brougbt its author a small 81D8Unt of literary fame. As a 
L result of its reception, Leggett published other short stories which, 
according to one of bis friends, "though evidently dashed. off in haste. 
showed so much ingenuity in the construction of the narrative, so much 
-· 
observation of life and character·, and so much power of representing 
If'' ~· ·• 
...... r· 
actions cmnd events vividly to the .immgination, as to leave no doubt of the 
·,t,";.j\', 
·-
eminence be might have obtained as a novelist, had he chosen to addict 
20 
hilll&elf to the composition of fictitious narrative." 
Although his fiction and po~try were well receive~, Leggett 
soon realized that if he were going to earn his daily bread he would have 
. to find a steady job. In December, 1827, editor George Pope Morris, an old 
friend, hired him to write the theatrical reviews for the weekly New York 
Mirrcro Within a few weeks Leggett was given the added responsibility of 
writing theatrical and literary editorials, book reviews, and articles on 
literary and fine art subjects. 
While still working on the Mirror, the young journalist assumed 
the assistant editorship of the Merchant Telegraph2 the City's newest 
daily paper. On this paper he performed the same journalistic functions 
as he did on the Mirrore As far as can be determined, Leggett, still 
haunted by memories of the poorer· days of his youth, accepted the editorship 
for purely financial reasons. Whan the combined salariea proved inadequate 
in satisfying his desire for security, he statted to contribute, as a free 
lance writer, to some of the City's other publications. Sucb. a work load, 
week in and week out, would have been almost impossible for Leggett, or 
anyone alee, if it required writing fresh material for each publication. Be 
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. was saved from doing this by selling many of the articles that he bad 
originally written for the Mirror and the telegraph, to other periodicals • 
While this practice of selling an artic.le more than once may seem to be 
strange or unethical, it re~lly w~sn't. A form of this practice still 
exists today. There are at present many free lance newspaper writers who 
ael1- their articles to a n1unber of papers. The major difference between 
what they do and what Leggett did, is that they ~Bu~lly d@ not sell the same 
article to more than one paper in a city or distribution area. For obvious 
reasons, Leggett 1 s market area was restricted to the New York City vicinity. 
During the suD1Der of 1828, Leggett began to toy with the idea of 
establishing~ periodic~l devoted exclusively to literature and drama. He 
discussed this idea many times with Edwin Forrest, always making it clear 
that the only obstacle to such an enterprise was the lack of capital. 
Finally Forrest, convinced that the project had some merits, offered Leggett 
the necessary funds. Leggett unhesitatingly accepted the generous offer and 21 
resigned from the Mirror in October to devote full time to his dream. 
On November 1, Leggett brought out the first edition of the 
Critic. This weekly magazine was one of the most amazing undertakings in 
the early history of journalism. At the time of publication it was the only 
journal devoted exclusively to literature and dramao While this was an 
innovation, it was not as dramatic as the way in which the Critic was produced; 
for all practical purposes it was a one man production. Except for the poetry 
aublllitted at his request, Leggett composed all of the material• essays, short 
(atories, and reviewe. All told, he was writing between 20 and 25 thousand 
words a week, which would be equivalent today to about 100 double•space 22 
typewritten pages or 60 printed pages of material. In addition to his 
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writing, he set type and delivered copies to subscribers. Although the 
magazine was well received, being widely-read and quoted, and gained for 
its editor a reputation as an authority on new books, it did not attract 
enough subscribers at five dollars a year to make it a paying proposition. 
Adding to Leggett 1 s woes ~as Forrest's refusal to invest additional capital 
into what be was certain was a losing venture. With all sources of funds 
closed to him, the young publisher was forced to cease publication on June 
23 
20, 1829. 
Stanley Worton, while admitting the importance of the financial 
problems, claims that the failure of the Critic was at least partially due 
24 
to Leggett's own overextension of efforto While there certainly may be 
some merits to this claim, it seems rather unimportant since Leggett would 
have undoubtedly continued publishing the magazine if capital had been 
forthcoming. 
Despite financial failure, the experience of turning out the 
Critic had some positive results. It gave Leggett needed training in the 
business side of journalism. As publisher, editor, printer, chief writer, 
delivery boy, and janitor, he became familiar with the multiple problems 
faced in publishing a paper. Furthermore, the Critic established his 
skill as a journalist and enhanced his literary reputation. He had 
previously been little known in the world he so much wanted to become a 
part of. In spite of the fact that he had written extensively and had 
published a few works under his own name, most of his material had been 
/ 
----·· 
unsignid. By republishing his early works in the Critic, he was able to 
overcome this anonymityo His abilities, fully revealed for the first time, 
brought him to the attention of the important men in his field, particularly 
,. 
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'\ 
to the man who was to play a central role in his future career, William 
25 
Cullen Bryant. 
\ 
There exists disagreement between some of Leggatt's contemporaries 
,, 
and a modern historian as to the merits of the Critic and the abilities of 
its young editor. John Greenleaf Whittier, Walt Whitman, Fitz-Greene 
.. 
Halleck, and othe~s, were highly satisfied with the magazine, and wer, 
impressed by Leggett»s writing. In later years these men camie to see the 
Critic -as an instrument of learning. This view is best ,expressed by Bryant,_ 
who in an article which appeared a few months after Leggett I s death, wrote 
that within the p&il.ges of the Critic "might be perceived the dawning of the .. <: 
fervid and eloquent style, of discussion which afterward, transferred to 
subjects in which he took a deeper interest, was wielded with such vast power 
26 
and effect." This favorable evaluation is opposed by Pages. Proctor Jr., 
who is not impressed by Leggett or the magazine. Proctor feels that "From 
an objective point of v~ew, Leggett shows no great critical ability, and the 
27 
failure of the magazine seems warranted." As for his literary ability "His 
verse is merely a sterile mixture of poetry popular in his day" and "perhaps 
only three or four of his short stories can arouse any enthusiasm in the 
modern reader, the remainder being marred by sentimentality, melodramatic plot 
29 
or hackneyed characterization.'' Proctor does feel that regardless of the 
30 
magazine's shortcomings it did give Leggett necessary editorial experience. 
Thus in the end, both Proctor and the contemporaries agree that the Critic 
was an instrument of learning, but they disagree on what was learned. 
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__ ., With the failure of the Critic Leggett was unemployed for a 
l 
short time. A few days after the death of William Coleman on July 13, 1829, 
William Cullen Bryant was appointed to succeed him as editor of the Rew York 
. 
lvening Post. Needing the help of a qualified assistant, the new editor 
offered the job to Robert Sands,~ member of the editoriml Gt&ff of the 
2 
Commercial Advertiser. Upon Sands' rejection, Bryant, having been favorably 
3 
imprestB@d by the Critic and by' Tales and Sketches by a Country Sc.hoolmaster, 
4 
turned to L~ggetto Lacking interest in, or having no opinions on the 
5 
political issues of the day, Leggett accepted the position only after he had 
been assured that he would be called upon to write theatrical and literary 
6 
notices only. 
Even though the young journalist wanted no part of politics, he 
found it impossible to insulate himself from the crusading political spirit 
of Bryant and the Post. So seductive was this spirit that on August 11, 1829, 
less than a month after joining the paper, Leggett authored his first political 
7 
editorial. This marked the turning point in Leggett's life. Any historical 
fame he has gained is a result of his political writings rather than his 
8 
literary writings. As a political editorialist he became an outstanding 
supporter of Jacksonian Democracy and a strong advocate of equal rights. 
Within a couple of years he became so influential as an editorial 
writer that he was given the opportunity to became a partner in "Michael 
Burnham & Co.,,~, owner of the Evening Post. In 1834, Burnham decided to 
~etire and offered to sell his shares to Bryant and Leggett. The two men 
bought the shares and established the partnership of "Bryant, Leggett & Co." 
In 1831, when Leggett first bought into the paper, Edwin Forrest offered to 
loan him ten thousand dollars if need·ed. At that time Leggett did not need a 
: ' : .. - ; . 
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loan. But at the retirement of Burnham he found that he was in need of 
two thousand dollars; this he received from Forrest in the form of a loan. 
By this act Forrest proved, as he had with the Critic and as he was to do at 
various times in the future, that his friendship for Leggett knew no bounds. 
Soon after Leggett began to write for the paper, a bond of friend-
ship developed between him and Bryant.. The better the editor got to know his 
new assistant, the more positive he became that he could trust him to handle, 
if need be, both the journalistic ~nd editorial ends of the paper. He made 
this trust known in 1832, when he formally gave Leggett the power to run 
9 
the paper when he was out of town. In giving him this power, Bryant was 
fully aware that when not restrained, Leggett 6s new found love of politics 
led him to take radical editorial positions. Not appearing overly concerned 
by this tendency, Bryant, on May 1, 1834, appointed Leggett to act as 
10 
editor-in-chief while he was in Europe. Directly responsible only to him• 
self, Leggett was now free to editorialize in any manner he wished. As will 
be shown, he took full advantage of this new freedom. 
As acting editor, Leggett continued Bryant's policy of supporting 
11 ~ 
Jackson and the Democratic Party. But at the same time he began to direct 
the paper into areas where Bryant had chose not to wander. Under his guidance 
the Post became the leading spokesman for all who held an uncompromising 
belief in the principle of equal rights. He shared with them the conviction 
that true democracy would never be achi·eved until the country began to follow 
the principle of equality. Because of his outspoken leadership, Leggett was 
soon charged with advocating the leveling equality of the radical agrariani~t, 
/ 
Thomas Sltidmore. While no supporter of "the doctrine • • • of ••• equalization 
12 
of property," which he felt was "an impracticable absurdity," Leggett did 
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hold that no person or group should have exclusive right to privileges 
whose enjoyment were denied to the majority. Opposition to all special 
privileges caused him to attack legislative issuance of charters. He 
maintained in his editorials that these special char-ters, by giving exclusive 
rights "to particular individuals," established monopolies ~hose existence 
13 
violated the equal rights principle. 
,, 
While initially interested in the problems of economic equality, 
Leggett soon realized that the achievement. of equal rights required the 
extension of his activities into other spheres, such as the struggle for 
political equality. His dedication to the principle of equal rights, there-
fore, led him to defend the political rights of the widely-detested 
abolitionists. In fact, Leggett himself had little use for their ideas, 
14 
and championed their rights only as a matter of principle. 
His firm advocacy of equality, his frequent, and to many, 
""" impractical solutions,'·,.and his emotion-laden writing style soon antagonized 
those patrons of the paper, including the Democratic Party, who for personal 
reasons "·ere unwilling to become identified with, or to finance his fight 
15 
for equal rights. Except in rare cases when it chose to remain silent, 
16 
Bryant's Post had editor~ally supported the policies of the Party. Under 
Leggett this practice was discontinued. The acting editor thought nothing 
of openly attacking the Democratic Party when he felt that the policies it 
was pursuing were in violation of the Jeffersonian principles upon which it 
had been founded. He refused, as he wrote in one of his editorials, to 
17 
allow the Post to be a Party organ. At first the Party tried to ignore 
Leggett's attacks, but as they became more frequent and more vehement, the 
leadership decided that the radical editor and his utterances had to be repudiated. 
Q • 
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The first formal move against him w•s taken in September, 1835, when the 
.Rational Party "exc0111Dunicated" him for defending the rights of the hated 
abolitionists. Tliis was his "reward for badly, if somewhat contentiously, 
following the p~th of truth as he saw it, that is, for supportiDg the equal 
rights of all~itizens under the law, for fighting abuse of privilege~~~ 
power, for condemning h1J1PAn slavery, and for defending the freedom of speech 
18 
and press." 
If the Party had been patient a little longer it would not have 
bad to take such drastic action. Soon after the excoo•nunication, Leggett 
was taken ill. So serious was his illness that it forced him to remain away 
19 
from the paper for over a year. When first stricken, it was believed that 
he would soon be able to return to work. With bhis happy thought in mind, 
Theodore Sedgwick, Jr., along with some other friends, took it upon themselves 
to keep the paper going. On being notified of Leggett'& illness and what was 
being done, Bryant made no plans to return to the States. But when it became 
clear that the acting editor would be laid up for an extended period, the 
poet decided to return and resume the editorship. It is likely that this 
decision was prompted by the belief that the Post would suffer financially 
if the makeshift operation were allowed to continue indefinitely. 
In February, 1836, Bryant arrived back in the States and iaaediately 
resumed active control of the Posto At first, he was pleased with the way 
things had gone while he was away, but upon a more thorough examination he 
came to realize that his first impression had been misleading. He now 
became painfully aware that Leggett 0s anti~monopolistic editorials had 
alienated a large segment of the business and financial community, resulting 
in the paper losing many of its most profitable advertisers. Another source 
' 
( 
of lost revenue was the withdrawal, as the result of the excommunication, 
of government and Party patronage. On top of all this Bryant found that 
the acting editor had used $525.00 of the Company's money to pay for the 
printing of Willi~m Mo Gouge 0 s A Short History of Paper Money and Ban_~ing 
in th@ Urmit@dl St&J.t~ao Although a partner in the Company, Leggett had no 
right tc M$e its money to publi~h a private attack on the banking system. 
It was @vident t@ Bryant that he would have to give the paper bis full 
20 
attention if he were to bring ''it up to its old standards." During this 
rebuilding period, Bryant must have been haunted by the wish that he had 
remained in the States and kept Leggett under control. 
After an eleven months sick leave, William Leggett felt well enough 
21 
to return to his editorial desk. But things were no longer the same; the 
former editor was now restricted in the way he wrote his editorials. This 
restriction ~inly resulted from his negligence in honoring his financial 
obligation to Mrs. Coleman. The widow of the late editor, Mrs. Coleman, had 
become one of Leggett's mortgagees when he and Bryant became owners of the 
Post. Under the terms of the mortgage agreement, Leggett was to pay off his 
obligation by giving the widow a set percentage of the earnings he received 
from the semi-annual dividends. While Bryant was in Europe, Leggett failed 
to continue the payments. Upon his return Bryant was told about this, and 
was informed that Mrs. Coleman had instituted a suit against her mortgagee. 
Mrs. Coleman won and under the terms of the settlement, Leggett was required 
to give her a one-third interest in Bryant, Leggett & Co. This gave her a 
voice in the editorial policy of the paper. In order to protect Leggett the 
Court ordered Mrs. Colemen to retain him as an assistant editor and to pay 
him a yearly salary of one thousand dollars. Leggett also bad tbe ri&ht to 
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red•• Hrs. Coleman's shares within a period of three yaars. 
Although Bryant did not wish to see his partner hurt, ha was 
pleased that the judge had given Mra.Coleman the power to restrain Leggett. 
' 
By giving this power to the widow, the judge removed from him a responsibility 
22 
he had never really reliehed. The only person not pleased was Leggett. 
Bis temperament was such that he was incapable, as well as unwi~ling, to 
work under such a restriction. To his way of thinking, it hobbled his 
freedom of expressiono Each day added sglt to the wound; finally he could 
tak~ it no longer. On November 1, 1836, the Evening Post informed its 
readers that William Leggett had resigned from the paper and would hence-
forth publish a weekly paper called the Plaindealer. Thus, after seven 
23 
years the partnership of the "Chaunting Cherubs," as the opposition 
titled them, came to an end. Two days after the announcement, Bryant 
wrote an editorial which showed that the ending of a partnership did 
24 
not mark the end of a friendship. In the editorial Bryant singled out 
for praise "l,eggett's comprehensive views of public policy, his zeal in 
the course of truth, his detestation of oppression in all its forms, 'his 
perspicacity in discovering abuses and his boldness in expos~ng them without 
regard to personal consequences, and the mainly unstudied eloquence which 
25 
riveted the attention and persuaded the judgement of the reader.'" 
Exactly a month after this editorial the first issue of the 
Plaindealer appeared. As was true of his other journalistic venture, 
Leggett once again was backed by his "guardian angel," Edwin Forrest. The 
paper, which sold for twelve and a half cents an issue, was modeled after 
26 
the world famous London Examiner. In his introductory remaEk1, Leggett 
stated that the paper was to be a political and literary weekly. According 
-22 .. 
to Bryant, Leggett "resumed, with all his former boldness and vigor, the 
27 
discussion of· the great questions which occupied him before his illness." 
Because he did resume the discussion of "the great questions," the Plain-
28 
dealer soon "became necessary reading for all informed people of the day." 
29 
,The paper was so well received -- eyen President Van Buren read it. -- that 
in a short time the subscription list had grown to over eleven hundred. Added 
to this were the two to four hundred copies that were sold over the counter., 
In the Plaindealer and the Examiner, a two penny daily which Leggett 
sta~ted in May 1837, his editorial policies remained unchanged. Although he 
was now stressing abolition, he still fought for what he considered to be 
necessary political and economic reforms. In waging the fight for reforms, 
he found it almost impossible at times not to feel as if he were crying 
in the wilderness. If he felt this way, he had the right to. But by late 
11,uaoer 1837, there were signs that he and the other Jeffersonian Democrats 
were finally being heard and listened to. One of the best indications that 
this was so could be found in President Van Buren's message to the special 
session of Congress. In this message he ask,ed Congress to establish a sub• 
treasury system. He wanted this system established so the government would 
no longer have to show favoritism by putting its money into "pet" state banks. 
This was one of the things that Leggett and the others had opposed. They 
felt, and rightly so, that political favoritism of this nature carried with 
it economic advantages for an elect and thus violated the principle of equal 
rights. Van Buren's message was not the only indication; another was the 
change that took place in the New York City Democratic Party just prior to 
the 1837 fall elections. 
Undoubtedly Leggett established the Plaindealer, and later the 
/-. 
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Examiner, as an organ in which he could express his own opinion unfettered. 
Yet he knew that this freedom to state the truth, as he saw it, depended 
upon the venture proving profitable. Writing in the first issue, Leggett 
informed his readers that "If a paper, which makes the right, not the 
expedient, its cardinal object, will not yield its conductor a support, 30 there are honest vocations that will •••• " Unperturbed, or at least 
appearing so, by the possibility that the paper would not be a financial 
success, Leggett wrote his columns with a pen which struck out and lacerated 
all whom he considered to be wrongdoers$ As the weary winter weeks melted 
into spring, the editor's campaign of righteousness was rewarded by a growing 
subscription list which seemed to indicate that the City could and would 31 
support the truth. But before the Plaindealer had a chance to observe 
its first birthday, it, along with its daily mate, folded. Two major 
factors accounting for the sudden demise were bankruptcy of the printing 32 
33 company and the publisher 11 s poor health aggravated by overwork. Of 
these two factors undoubtedly the collapse of the printer was the most 
important. Leggett had always been able to work, except for the 1835-36 
period, even though be had been in rather poor health since his Navy days. 
It is possible that his health better explains his failure to employ another 
printer, than it does the demise, of the papers. 
Most historians, including Worton and Proctor, the two men who 
have made the most extensive studies of Leggett, accept the reasons mentioned 
as fully explaining the sudden collapse of Leggett's undertakings. Yet Walter 34 
Hugins contends that the paper ceased publishing in September not "because 
of the failure of the publisher but in reality because of the unpopularity of 35 
the editors' views." There appears to be no evidence for this assertion. 
.I! 
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The fact that Leggett was able to continue publishing th~ Plaindealer for 
ten months and the daily Examiner for four, indicates that there was some, 
although possibly limited, market for his views. The editor was no fool; 
he would never have started the daily if the weekly paper was not well 
received. As has been shown, Leggett was selling approximately 1500 copies 
of the Plaindealer. At twelve and a half cents a copy, this meant that he 
was grossing around one hundred and eighty0 two dollars per week. It seerns 
36 
that this sum, plus what he was earning from advertisement, was not only· 
enough to put out the Plaindealer, but also enabled him to start the Examiner. 
Neither Leggett 1 s contemporaries nor later historians have suggested that-
Forrest was the source of money for this new paper. In light of this negative 
evidence, there seems no reason to suppose that Forrest was the backer of this 
venture. It may be assumed, therefore, that Leggett started his second paper 
with profits from the first. In light of this assumption, it would seem that 
unpopularity was not the cause of the paper's folding. Whatever the reason, 
September 30, 1837, marked the end of a journalistic career for the city's 37 
leading equal rights propagandist. 
Leggett's enforced inactivity at the early age of thirty-six 
made hiE despondente His deteriorat~ng health and lack of funds did nothing 
to help his depressed condition. Despite a life time of work, be remained 
deeply in debt, principally to his friend Edwin Forrest. His indebtedness 
38 
to Forrest, which was substantial, became an unbearable psychological 
burden to the unemployed editor. Leggett's breaking point came dramatically 
one evening while having supper with Forrest. The prooding Leggett,_ deter-
mined to release himself from his economic fetters, seized a sharp and pointed 
bread knife and for the second time in his life attempted suicide. Forrest 
•2S• 
stopped his unreasoning friend before dneging injury was inflicted. The 
tragedian, seriously shaken by the impulsive act, asked his companion for 
an explanation. Leggett replied that only through death could he be freed 
of his debts. In fairness to Leggett it should be. mentioned that his strong 
abolitionist views may have led to his being blackballed in the journalistic 
39 
world •. Forrest conceded that while Leggett had cause for concern, it was 
hardly a sufficient reason to con11it suicide. There were other ways by 
which the chains could be broken. 
I have abundance, [Forrest told him] and am piling 
up more. 40 Why should you not share in it? I will 
relieve you of your worst embarrassments with cash; and 
I ooo will $et y@u up in~ ~ice hou~~ ~t Ne~ R@c~elle ••• 
I will give the house to you f~eelyD gladlyo You ~re 
still~ yo~ng ~~; you h2ve great talents and reputations; 
and there is glourious ~erk for you in the world yet. 
Come cheer up my good fellOw' a 41 
Cheer ~P Leggett did. In October, 1838, he and his wife of ten 
42 
years, Almira (Waring), moved into Forrest's house in New Rochelle. 
Feeling better mentally than he had for a long time, he once again displayed 
"a strong interest in -those affairs that had concerned him throughout his 
active career. He showed his concern for the theater by continuing to 
attend plays," by contemplating the writing of a play about the English 
rebel, Jack Cade for Edwin Forrest, "by c0111DUnicating and meeting with 
theatrical personalities, and by participating in testimonial dinners. Re 
[also] took frequent walks to visit friends." And when feeling well took 
43 
trips to Philadelpbia,where Forrest made his home, and to Boston.·~ 
Another activity which he now found time to engage in was the 
44 
writing of letters supporting the abolitionist movement. During his retire-
ment he continued to give this movement the same strong support that he gave 
it as editor of the Plaindealer. While Leggett supported this movement because 
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he truly believed in it, it had a detrimental effect on his life. For 
one thing, it was a major factor in keeping him from becoming a politician. 
In 1838, some members of the Democratic Party (the more liberal and radical 
} I 
ones) wanted him to be nominated as a candidate for Congress. Though they· .. 
waged a vigorous campaign, they were not able to convince the majority of 
the Party of his merits. When _the smoke from the nominating b.attle cleared, 
45 
he had lost to Isaac L. Varian, later to become mayor of the City. 
According to Bryant, Leggett lost because there prevailed within the 
nominating committee "a vague anxiety ••• that Leggett's uncompromising and 
impracticable boldness, in the advocacy of his opinions, [with particular 
. 46 
reference to the question of slavery] without regard to the temporary 
expediences of time and place, might make his election to the floor of 
Congress, liable to misapprehension by our southern neighbors, injudicious 
at the actu~l delicate crisis of affairs, notwithstanding the general acknow" 
"47 
ledgement of his signal merits and claims. 
• 
Leggett wanted the nomination, but not at the expensi of selling 
;t 
.; 
his soul to the "Devil." He believed so strongly in equality that he was 
willing to deny himself all that could be gained if he would modify his 
position. Those who opposed him in 1838, did so because they believed he 
was wrong O that equality between races could never be had. Later events -
the Civil War and Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka (1954) - proved that 
. 
j 
they were the ones who were wrong and that the champion of equality ~as right. 
The battle for the nomination was destined to be Leggett's last. 
On May 29, 1839, six months after the general election, he succumbed to 
48 
"bilious colic." The most ironic thing about his untimely death was that 
the weeks ianediately preceeding, had held out indications that life was 
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~ going to improve for him and his wife. There had been talk that some 
businessmen wanted to re-establish the Plaindealer and install him as its 49 
editor. A more tangible sign of improvement, was his nomination as 
so 
_ "Diplomatic Agent to the Republic of Guatamala." Various reasons have 
been given for this appointment, but as far as can be determined there is 
only one ~hich appears valid. Bryant and other friends had been worried 
for some time over Leggett's declining physical and mental health. They 
felt that if Van Buren would give him a diplomatic post in an agreeable 
climate his health might improve. Through Bryant, they prevailed upon the 
. President to do this favor; finally he consented, even though Leggett once 
51 
accused him of selling out to the slaveholders. 
An author who was a contemporary of Leggett'& wrote that "it 
was to get him out of the way, as much as to please his numerous friends, 
that Van Buren appointed him to a ••. mission in one of the South American 52 
" states." The author's hypothesis is open to question. Leggett was a 
sick man whose pen had been silent for over a year and whose political star• 
if one really ever existed, had burned out. Under no circumstances could 
he· pose, directly or indirectly, a threat to the "Little Magician's" chances 
for a renomination and re-election. (The panic of 1837 and the depression 
which followed were a greater threat.) It is more likely that Van Buren 
appointed Leggett because he admired and respected him, although he had not 
always agreed with him. There is no~hing in the life of Van Buren to 
53 indicate that he was vindictive, his critics to the contrary notwithstanding. 
According to one of Leggett 1 s close friends, death came at a 
' -time when "Every year was softening his prejudices and claiming his passions. 
Every year was enlarging his charities and widening the bounds of his 
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liberality. Bad a more genial clime invigorated his constitution, and 
enabled him to return to his labours, a brilliant and honorable future 
54 
might have certainly been predicted of him." The passing of the "Editor" 
was mourned not only by his friends but also by former newspaper and political 
55 
adversaries. Even the City Democratic Party mourned and honored him. In each 
room cf its Tammany headquarters, the Party, the same Party lr1hich four years 
earlier had excommunicated him, pl~ced his bust. At the same. time, the 
Young Men I a Comi t tee erected 4 monument on his grave. The monument I s 
inscription praised all of Leggett's traits. The same traits that had 
56 
earlier irritated the Party. If nothing else, death brought to William 
Leggett the honor and respect that had been denied him during his short 
lifetime. Some may feel that this honor and respect, which came from foes 
57 
as well as friends, was that which is given to all men at the time of death 
be they good or bad. It is doubtful that this is the full explanation. The 
main reason that Leggett was so eulogized was because his general belief that 
all men were equal and therefore entitled to equal rights, was becoming the 
accepted position of a large segment '.of the people, Whigs as well as Democrats, 
58 
rich as well.as poor. 
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For a person who had once expressed no desire to write political 
editorials, William Leggett, once freed of all restraining influences, be-
came a prolific political journalist. During his two years .editorship, he 
wrote on any and every subject that was in anyway connected with his fight 
for equal rights. Although ranging widely on subjects, from the weight of 
1 
bread to the evils of the court-martial system, he devoted the largest 
portion of his editorials to what he considered to be the central problems 
of monopolies and the rights of the abolitionists. 
Almost immediately upon assuming the editorship of the Evening Post, 
Leggett stepped up his campaign against the Second Bank of the United States. 
During Jackson's first Administration the Bank, which had been chartered by 
2 
Congress in 1816, became the object of sharp controversy. Those who · 
supported this quasi-federal institution did so on the grounds that it 
provided the country with a full fledged credit system, including standard-
ized paper money. The proponents of the Bank contended that the economic 
stability of the country could only be guaranteed by a strong national bank 
which, along with providing a credit system, could also regulate the flow of 
.. 
1, 
currency. The supporters made a strong case for the Bank, but it was no 
stronger than the one presented by the opponents. Those who opposed the 
"hydra-headed monster" did so for one or more of the following reasons" 
1) it was a monopoly because it held an exclusive charter from Congress; 
2) it was harmful fo the economic well being of the country because it 
could regulate the flow of currency; 3) its ability to regulate the currency 
3 
gave it the power to interfere with state chartered banks. 
During the first three years of Jackson's presidency, the Bank 
War was merely a verbal cpnflict. The real war did not start until January, 
r···"· 
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4 
1832, when Nicholas Biddle petitioned Congress for recharter even though 
5 
~he original charter had four more years to run. After much investigation 
and debate, Congress passed a recharter bill and sent it to the President. 
6 
Jackson, believing the''Bank to be unconstitutional, refused to sign the 
bill. His veto insured that the Bank question would become the major issue 
in the upcoming presidential election. Following a heated political campaign, 
"Old Andy" soundly defeated his opponent - one of the Bank's· leading supporters -
7 
Henry Clay. Jackson was of the opinion, and rightly so, that his re-election 
,, 
was a mandate to crush the Bank. Realizing that he could not get Congress to 
aid him, he set ab~ut to crush it by using his executive powers. Under these 
' 
powers he ordered Secretary of Treasury Roger B. Taney to remove all govern-
ment funds from the Bank and to place them in selected or "pet" state banks. 
Biddle, fearing that the removal would undermine the stability of the Bank's 
notes, ordered a contraction of loans. The order set off a panic which was 
followed by a depression. Without wasting time to analyze the causes, the 
Jackson men charged Biddle with throwing the country into chaos for the 
sole purpose of pressuring the President into allowing the Bank to be re-
g 
chartered. The Bank's President naturally, denied the charge. But the 
denial was fruitless. By February, 1834, Biddle became painfully aware 
that· the opposition to ehe Bank was greater than ever. In hopes of stemming 
the tide, he rescinded his order. Almost iDDDediately there was a noticeable 
improvement in economic activity throughout the land. This was the juncture 
a~ which the Bank War stood when Leggett assumed control of the Post. 
Under the editorship of Bryant, the former Federalist paper 
•iatained the position that the Bank bad to be abolished. This position 
,• 
was not determined by aQYpersonal dislikes on Bryant's part, but by his belief 
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,, 
.. that all monopolies, regardless of whether or not they were operated in 
the public's interest, were undemocratic and economically unwise. No 
matter what his feelings were, Bryant's editorials against the Bank and 
monopolies in general, were written in a temperate zone. After he sailed 
·.1 
to Europe, the paper's tone changed to one of intemperance. Leggett, un-
li~.e Bryant, could not approach this issue, or any other for that matter, 
from a dispa·ssionate point of view; involvement in an issue for him meant 
total involvement. For this reason, many of his editorials have the 
appearance of being written from the heart rather than the head. The 
nature of his involvement caused him to develop a perspective toward 
monopolies which in at least one respect, differed from that of his partner. 
Going beyond Bryant's position that monopolies were politically and 
, 10 
economic.ally bad, he branded them as "pernicious to public morals." Their 
evil resulted from them being a violation of the principle of equal rights 
which was inherent in thl "natural system." 
So strongly did he believe in the natural system, that it became 
the major. factor i~ governing his thoughts on all issues. For this reason 
it is important before continuing the study of his crusade against monopolies, 
to understand how his ideas concerning the political and economic spheres 
... 
were influenced by this belief. Also, if one is to fully understand not 
_,., 
only this belief, but how he came to hoici it, it will be necessary to spend 
some time discussing his philosophical background. 
Leggett believed that the universe was a natural system which had to 
be allowed to operate free from all artificial restraints. Since government, 
like everything else, was a part of this system, it should act according to 
the laws of nature. When it did.not abide by the laws, it was interfering 
:"". < 
( 
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with the operation of the system. Continuous interference would eventually 
11 
lead to "tumults, insurrection and civil war •••• " When the natural system 
is not interfered with, such things never happen because "government has only 
. 
one purpose •••• the preservation of man's equal rights." Consequently, when 
this system is followed in politics there is instituted, "a wise and frugal 
government, which" restrains "men from injuring one another," while leaving 
,1 
l 
"them otherwi8i4a free to regulate their own pursuits of industry and improve-
. · 12 , 
t " men •••• 
Leggett felt tha:t hindering the natural system would not only 
bring about political discord, but would also exercise"a corresponding 
influence" in the economic sphet'e, and would in the end produce "panic, 
revulsion, and a complete overthrow of all the established commercial re• 
13 
lations of society." If such things were not to happen it was necessary 
for all who were champions of the.democratic way to make an effort to 
"institute the natural system in all matters both of politics and political 
economy. Let them aim to simplify government, and confine it to the fewest 
purposes compatible with social order, the mere protection of men from mutual 
aggressione We need but few laws to accomplish this object. We need 
14 
particularly few in regard to trade." 
\ In answer to those who favored government intervention in all 
areas of life, looking upon the simplification of government as a retro-
grade movement, he stated that simplicity was the way of nature. 
',. 
. . . '', ·:,. ,.}~. :- -,,~ 
"This simplicity is evident when we observe 
that nature does nothing in vain, but carries on 
its stupendous operations by the direct precesses, 
linking c~use ~nd effect~ without superflu@us 
complication9 and ~d~pting ita means ~ith the 
utmost exactness to the end. Simplicity in govern• 
ment is not less a proper object of those who wish 
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to raise and refine the political condition of mankind. 
As government approach simplicity, the people rise in 
dignity and happiness; and sll experience ss all sound 
reasomifilg @n the certain dsta cf i~ducti@n~ be~rs us out 
in the co~clusion~ that when they co@form moat nem~ly to 
the simplicity of nature, then will m&1lnlti~d h~ve reached 
the ~tmcat bound of politicml prcsperity0 Then will the 
cumbrous mrtifici~l ~nd ~~bitr~ry c@~trivsmc~ cf the • 
credit system9 be ab~nd@n@d, for the harm.@Dicus and bene-
fici~l cpergticn cf the ~~tursl sp@@tane@u~ credit, the 
free ~r.ercis12 of com1fidemi.ce bett.Y(~Hefill ~n ~IDJ.d mmrmo iru 15 
the ~iverse and all- that it contains forms a natural system governed by 
natural laws; simplicity is the rule of nature, and to abide by the 
· natural system it is necessary that there exists harmonious relationship 
between all things in the universe, and for man this harmony can only be 
achieved by following the principle 6f equal rights; as a result of natural 
harmony all things will attain their end when not artificially restrained. 
It is only because the natural system is violated, according to Leggett, 
that free trade and limited government do not reign supr811le. 
Those who are familiar with the history of Western thought are 
cognizant of the fact that this simple, harmonious, mechanistic, operational 
view of the universe was not original with Leggett. Being based as it was 
on Newton's discovery, it had been subscribed to by various intellectuals 
since the Age of Enlightenment. 
Although Newtonian physics was able to give a full and adequate 
explanation of the workings of the physi~al uni~erse, it was unable to do 
the same thing in regard to the actions of man. c>· Man's relation with his 
fellae' man could not be explained, at least most of the time, by the law of 
gravitation. For this explanation 4.eggett turned to the philosophy of 
16 
natural rights. · According to this, man, like the physical universe, was 
. I , 
i 
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governed by the law of nature which had emanated from God. Being 
governed by the law, all men had the equal right to "Life, Liberty ••.•• 
the pursuit of Happiness" and the acquisition of property. Under no 
circumstances could any man be legally denied these rights. If such a 
denial took place, the individual, by himself, or with help, had the 
right to do all in his power to regain them. When man lives in a society, 
rather ·than in the state of nature, it is the government's job to 1insure 
that his inalienable rights will not be violated. 
One of the thinkers who had a major impact on Leggett was Adam 
Smith. Smith, using basically the same line of reasoning as Newton and 
Locke, saw man's economic activities as being guided by a law of nature, 
., ; . 
or as he liked to call it, the "invisible hand." According to Smith's 
theory, when man's economic activities were free to be directed by en-
lightened self-interest, they would prove beneficial to the whole of 
society. Smith, an opponent of mercantilism, stated that the government 
should only provide national defense, administer justice,,' and provide 
certain essential public works. These ideas, after a slow start, soon 
proved to be popular and before long many people were preaching the benefits 
' 
of free trade. To Leggett and other nineteenth-century believers in ~ 
equality, Smith's doctrine meant that there had to be complete economic 
freedom if the law of nature was to be obeyed. 
Another person who influenced Leggett, and the one who.possibly 
had the greatest effect on his political philosophy, was Thomas Jefferson. 
To Leggett, as well as to all supporters of. equal rights, the Memoirs of th.e 
· 17 
third President constituted the "canonized texts" of Democracy. All 
equalitarians believed that to achieve the true, the good, and the harmonious 
.~. 
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life it was absolutely necessary to follow the teachings of the great 
18 
~igh priest of Democracy. A son of the Enlightenment, Jeffer~on had 
found it easy to accept the theories of Newton, Locke, and Smith. After 
studying and synthesizing these theories, he came to believe that all men, 
being governed by the law of nature, were equal and should be left free to 
lead their lives in the manner they chose; in other words, all men being 
equal under the law of nature, should have the equal opportunity to succeed 
or fail in life. ~twas also his belief that equal opportunity could 
only exist when the government played a negative role. A government of 
this nature had only one primary function: to guarantee to each of its 
citizens the right to live a life free from all outside interference. This 
mean& that government should only act as a policeman, not as a leader. 
19 
The "Father of democracy" disagreed with those favoring positive govern-
ment - such as the Federalists• because h~ feared such a government would 
20 
violate some of the rights of its citizens. 
Before completing this short analysis of Leggett'& philosophical 
background, there is the need to mention one more thinker. From Jeremy 
Bentham, the father of Utilitarianism, he got the idea that a democratic 
21 government should insure the greatest good for the greatest number. Now 
one may ask how it is possible for a negative goverrnnent to insure ~he 
greatest good. It would seem that in doing this, it would be necessary 
for government to take an active rather than a passive role. Thus, in 
calling upon government to insure the greatest good is not Leggett involved 
in a paradox? 
Bentham eventually came to _believe that it was necessary for 
government· .to aasum.a an active- role. On this point Bentham and Leggett 
. ' 
·.p, 
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disagreed. Leggett thought that the greatest good for the greatest n,nnber 
' 
could only be achieved when equal opportunity existed. Equal opportunity 
could only develop if all governmental restrictions, which were artificial 
~ecause they violated th~ law of nature, were removed. Once they were re-
f . 
moved all people would be free to do as they wished; they would be free to 
fail as well as to succeed. Although 11W&n had this right to fail, Leggett 
did not believe that this would be the case for most. He viewed man as an 
22 
:,-,.. Ii 
intelligent being qr:-who would only choose to do those things which would 
be beneficial t@ him and to his family. A second attribute of man was his 
23 
natural goodness. This goodness, guiding man's use of his intellect, 
would motivate him to do only those things which would prove advantageous 
to society. Thus it was necessary for govermnent, if it was going to 
insure the greatest good for the greatest n•irnber, to remove all artificial 
restraints, leaving man free to govern himself by following the law of 
nature. Using such reasoning it was possible for Leggett to avoid a 
paradox. 
While it is possible to criti~ize this line of reasoning,. it 
.J 
should be realized that when Leggett's two basic premises are accepted -
1) man is intelligent, and 2) man is good= it is possible to have a 
philosophy of life which includes both the doctrine of natural right and 
' 
the doctrine of utility. At the same time it should be understood that 
Leggett's interpretation of these doctrines was colored by his utilization 
of only that material which would support his belief· in liberty and equi.lity. 
! 
It would have been--impossible for him to combine these doctrines as he did, 
if he had subscribed to each of them fully. The doctrine of natural rights 
strongly supports liberty, while that of utility supports equality·. These 
'·f; 
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concepts are not necessarily synonymous; something which Leggett did not seem 
to take into considerationo In all his years as an editor, he held on to 
i) l ; (11 
the notion that it was possible to have a country where liberty, equality, 
' 
and the greatest good for the greatest n1unber would reign supreme. While 
the philosophical system that he developed to fit this notion may have 
been philosophically illogical, there was nothing illogical about the 
notion. 
With this philosophy it was impossible for Leggett to support 
24 
monopolies. They were based on the principle of special privilege, a 
,' . 
principle which was diametrically opposed to that of equal right. His 
holdi88 of this view did not close his eyes to the fact that not all 
monopolies worked against the interest of the majority. He was always 
willing to concede that certain monopolies provided necessary "public 
25 
improvements" which were beneficial to the connuni ty. Nevertheless, in 
his mind, this could not justify their existence0 Whatever benefits 
society gained could have been realized at a trifle of the cost by the 
26 
"great body politic acting through its representatives." Not only would 
doing the job in this manner prove to be a money saver, but it would also 
save "the great mass of the people ••• from being divested of the Equal 
27 
Rights guaranteed to ~hem by the Constitution." 
Leggett's hatred and fear of monopolies made him unwilling to 
allow government to establish any institution or perform any function 
which in any way would lead to competition between. the public and private 
sectors of society. In the fall of 1834, the Evening Post began a 
('. 
vigorou~ editorial campaign against governmental violations of the natural 
economic system. The editor's i11111ediate goal was the eradication of the Rew '·, 
,•:"" 
' 
,.,~ r • . 
:f 
"' 
-38-
28 
York "State Prison Monopoly." Although ;eggett wrote several editorials 
on this subject, the one of April 28, 1835, was possibly the most notable. 
In this editorial he lashed out at the use of Sing Sing prisoners to pro-
duce goods for the consumer market. But to the discriminating Evening Post 
readers it was apparent that Leggett was doing more than just attacking 
the prison system; he was putting forth his reasons for opposing all so· 
called beneficial monopolies. 
Through the use of prison labor, the state government, Leggett 
wrote, enjoys the advantage"of a labour saving machine," an advantage 
which is denied to the citizens with whom the Sovernment is in competition. , 
Government's role is not to compete with its free citizens, but to 
provide "equal protection of all, in person, life, and property." In 
providing this government is called upon to confine criminals in order "to 
restrain them from perpetrating their outrages against society •••• " The 
confinement of criminals should be "borne equally" by all. 
But when the criminals are made to earn their Olla 
support by manuf&cturing & class of articles which 
a certain p@rti@n cf citi~ens ~ls@ tillli.nuf2cture for 
their liv~lih@od~ it is obvious th~t ~ fundamental 
principl~ of gw®rii'.filool(ent i~ violated, ~ince equal 
protectio~ is no lo~ger extemded to allo 
Some "political sconomistsn were claiming that while the prison 
labor system did result in some evils, this was only temporary; in the 
-long run "a permaneq.t benefit will accrue to society" because this system 
will allow more goods to be produced at a cheaper price. Leggett refused 
to buy this argument. If one accepts this contention he must be willing 
to acknowledge "that all is well that ends well or that it is right to do 
b 
evil in the first instance, that good may follow. These are principles which 
\ 
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ought never, to be countenanced in our sys tam of political ethics." 
Leggett was willing_ to admit that "all labour-saving machinery 
is benef~icial to society." When a private citizen introduces such 
··' 
machinery "the good of the greatest number is inmediately promoted, and 
eventually the good of all." 
But when a state government sets up such a •••. 
machine it oppresses temporarily a class of 
citizens, for the immediate benefits of the rest, 
and though the whol~ colmiill~nity eil1 be eventually 
benefitted, the state has ObviouslyooeViolated the 
fundamental principle of equal rights. 29 
In the eight years that he worked as a political co11111entator, 
--
W i 11 i am Leggett's editorials were top heavy with discussion on what he 
,, 
termed "the bank system." This system included all the banks which m,ed 
their being to special charters. His abhorrence of the system was based 
on the conviction that the monopolistic nature of its business gave to it, 
more than any other economic institutions, the means by which to control 
the economic well-being of the country. Adding to his dislike was the 
belief that the system gave rise to a special class of people - the 
monied aristocracy. He despised this group because his simple two class 
concept of society led him to see its members as non-producers who 
JO 
achieved wealth through the exploitation of the producers. Within the 
banking system itself, he vented his greatest anger on the second Bank of 
the United States. According to him, this institution represented the 
31 
greatest threat facing the nation. 
Within a couple of ~onths after assuming the editorship of the 
Post, Le&gett had earned for himself the dubious distinction of being one 
of New York City's most vocal anti-Bank men. Earlier his opposition had 
,\ 
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been based mainly on constitutional grounds, but after the removal of the 
deposits, he came to regard the Bank as a sinister and corrupt institution 
32 ~,, 
which would use, if necessary, diabolical schemes to win recharter. The 
harder the Bank worked to gain its end, the more determined Leggett became 
to do all in his power to thwart it. Realizing that the ci_tizenry was not 
being sufficiently aroused by his cry of monopoly, Leggett, shifting his 
strategy, suggested other, and more practical reasons, why the people 
should destroy the monster. With destruction in his heart, Leggett, a 
strong advocate of specie, set out in an editorial to disprove "that it 
[the Bank] has exercised a most beneficial power in regulating the currency 
33 
of the co'1Antry." Leggett. chided those "~1h.o are strongly opposed to the 
34 
United States Bank on moral grounds" but "yet accede to it the praise of 
having at least answered one great purpose of its creation - namely the 
regulation of the currency of the United Stateso" The praise was justified, 
Leggett continued, if "the meaning of this phrase is to be limited to the 
mere sustaining of the credit of the Bank at such a point, that its notes 
shall always stand at the par value of silver." For the editor this meaning 
was too narrow, there was more to the regulation of currency than this. By 
dQing no more than keeping "its notes" at par, the Bank was failing to 
regulate the currency in a beneficial manner. In support of his position 
Leggett argued that when "bank circulation exceeds" the "real business of 
35 
the country •••• a balance of debt is ••• created," between the United 
' States and the foreign countries with which it does business. In paying 
off this debt there develops an outward drain of specie. "The bank, 
finding its paper return upon it in demand for coin, is obliged suddenly 
~ 
in self-defence, to curtail its issues: and recall its loans. Inevitably 
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this procedure leads, as it had in 1819, 1825, and 1830, to a "gen~r•l 
calamity." 
Leggett brought his attack to a close with a seething dnunciation: 
The Bank has not yet exhausted its full power of 
mischiefo Since its ~reetion t@ the pres~~t ho~r, instead 
of regu!~ting currency~ it has c~used a conti~ual fluctuation; 
but it is cap~ble of doing gre~t@r injury th~~ it h~s yet effected. 
It is p~rfectly witl'miml its pm-Y®I"oootO produceoooc& scene of the 
most ~oign~nt pecuni~ry distres~ 0 ~ scene ccmp~red with which 
the [other] d~rlt d~ys o o o slm&ll seem bright. @.nd -1,rosperous. 
And th.ere are iKlldicattion~ that the Bank will do thi~o There 
are signs a~d pcrte~ts in the he~vans which tell of~ coming. 
tempesto There ~re omens ~hich foreshm~ that this mighty 
and ~icked corpor~ti@n means to ~set@ the Mttermcst its 
whole mmchinery of ccercion~ to wring from the gro~ning land 
a hard tontest to the reneeal of its existe~ceo 360 
The editorial was concluded in a grand manner, with a plea to the 
people to fight the "mighty and wicked corporation" so that it would be 
destroyed before it made "them and their children slaves forever." 
Throughout the spring and early summer of 1834, the Evening Post I 
persisted in its assault on the Bank. But once it became clear that President 
37 
"· Jackson had won the Bank War and had achieved a victory for the people and 
the principle of equal rights, the editor turned his pen to the banking 
38 
system in general. 
Although Leggett's hostility to the banking system was based 
mainly on what he felt to be its violation of the equal ~ights principle, 
this did not preclude his opposing it on other grounds. the system 
deserved to be opposed, he wrote, because of its political effect., on the 
cOD111Unity. "It is essent.~,ally an aristocratic institution" which "bands 
I 
' ( 
the wealthy together ••• and. inflates their vanity with notions of superior 
power and greatness." 
The syatem which made speculators wealthy owed its very existence 
,~.,· , .. ' .• ·. 
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39 
to the "hard earnings of the poor." And how did this system reward its 
patrons? By degrading "them in their political rights." The editorial 
went on to point out that there were many evils connected with the vile 
-
system: it tended "to give exclusive political ••• and money privileges to 
~ the rich;" it violated "the spirit of our constitution;" it was constantly 
"undermining our institutions;" it was making a laughing stock out of 
"our grand boast of political equality o" William Leggett, a firm believer 
in the merits of democracy, gloomily predicted that "unless the whole 
,1 
system be changed," the worst evil was yet to come. The system "is 
building up a privileged order, who ••• will rise in triumph on the ruins 
40 
of democracy." 
In the same editorial the banking system was indicted for having 
a demoralizing effect This effect 
partially resulted from the corrupt practices used by various members of 
the system to gain and hold their charters. A second cause was the 
system's fostering of "a general and feverish thirst for wealth •••• " This 
thirst prompted "the mind to seek its" quenching "by other than the 
legiti~te means of honest, patient industry, and prudent enterprise." 
As a further result of this system poisonous influence, bankruptcy which 
. . 
in the pa.st had been "a strange and unfrequent occurrence" and which 
"excited the sympathy of the whole community for" the bankrupt's "mis-
fortunes, or ~heir scorn for his dishonesty," had now become a "daily 
occurrence." He, who brought this action on himself by his "ill planned 
speculations" was no longer chastised, but, rather, "pitied; while our 
censure and contempt is transferred to those who are the victims of his 
fraudful schemes." 
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While Leggett may have overemphasized his case in this 
editorial, as he did in so many others, it is plain that he regarded the 
banking system, as well as all other monopolistic enterprises, as being 
unjustifiable for three reasons: its existence was a denial of the 
natural principle of equal opportunity; the growth of the monied aristo-
I 
cracy, and its use of corruption, was detrimental to the political well-
being of the nation; by the favoring of any means to gain pecuniary success, 
the system led to the lowering of the liation's moral and ethical standards. 
Of all the evils resulting from the banking system, and mono-
polies in general, Leggett held that the most fearful was the denial of 
equal opportunity. A reading of his editorials makes it obvious that he 
believed that only when such opportunity did exist, would man find it 
9 possible to live and interact harmoniously with his fellow man. Equal 
opportunity meant that all had the right to enjoy equal rights, and for 
Leggett the keystone to the good and true life was the practising of such 
42 
equality. 
If the banking system was as sinful as he made it out to be, how 
was the country to rid itself of this evil? Unlike so many reformers who 
can_ locate evil, but do not know how to free the world of it, Leggett had 
a plan by which he hoped to cleanse the system. Contrary to what some may 
have believed, he was not a quixotic person; he fully realized that it would 
~-- 43 
be undesirable ''To _overthrow our pernicious Banking system suddenly." Ha 
did not advocate such a radical step because to recall a special charter 
-before its expiration date would violate his sense of justice. At least 
equally important, was his belief that all "reformations of" the system 
-. 
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"should be slow, well considered and gradual." Rather than calling 
on the New York Legislature to do something which would have radical 
overtones to it, Leggett asked it to "refuse to g~ant any more charters 
of incorporation" and to "take effectual measures to prohibit the small 
note issues." By enacting "these measures" the Legislature would be 
taking "the proper first step in the .great reformation" which would in 
the end lead to the development of a democratic bank system "for which 
, 45 
t d 
" 
we con en •••• 
For the next few months, Leggett did not elaborate on his plan 
for the democratizing of the system. Finally, on a December evening he 
returned to the subject. In his column he expressed the belief that 
eventually banking would be left ''to regulate itself, and to follow the 
principles of free trade." But because of the present political situation, 
created as it was by "ignorant legislator.a" and "rapacious capitalist," 
this ideal was not iDDnediately realizable. Yet, if for the present, the 
banking system was to be made less evil and somewhat more democratic, 
there was a need "to substitute a scheme of banking which [ would] .•• • have 
all the advantages of the present one, and none of its defects." According 
to Leggett, the first step that needed to be taken if the system was to be 
46 
corrected, was to replace the existing "restraining law" . with a new one 
which would simply require "that any person entering.into banking business 
I 
shall be required to lodge with" a designated state official "real estate, 
or other approved securi~y to the full amount of the notes which he 
might desire to issue •••• " In order to protect "bill holdei;s" the new law 
should make "suitable provisions for having the securities re-appraised, from 
time to time" so that it might be insure~ "that sufficient unalienable property 
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was always pledged for the redemption of the paper currency •••• " 
Continuing the editorial, Leggett stated that by enacting this .. 
l~w the Legislature would do away with the "evils arising from panic, for 
each holder of a note would, in point of fact, hold a title-deed of 
p-roperty to the full value of its amount." Possibly the best feature 
,_, 
of the law, at least as far as the editor was concerned, was that it would 
force the bankers to abide by the law of supply and demand. If "they 
extended ••• their discounts ••• beyond the measure of the legitimate business 
of the country, they would be sure that their notes would return upon them 
in demand for the precious metals •••• " This would not make them happy, 
for it would force "them to part with their profits in order to purchase 
47 
silver and gold" by which to redeem the notes. 
After studying Leggett's "for the present" banking system, it 
may or may not be obvious that the only difference between it and the free 
banking system of the future, was one of special charters. The free system 
could never come into being until the right of all to equal opportunity was 
48 
respected by the Legislature. 
Leggett's advocacy of laissez faire did not blind him to the 
necessity for general laws which, while still allowing the individual his 
full measure of freedom, would protect society -from the unscrupulous. It 
was to obtain this pr6tection, that he became a leader in the movement for 
49 
the enactment of a general incorporation lawo Under the terms of such 
a law, all who wished could enter any economic activities that they chose, 
as. long as they could meet cer.tain state requirements. In order for the ·law 
to operate fairly, the requirements could only be a source of protection for 
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society; they could not be a means by which individuals were excluded 
,, 
from entering some fields of economic endeavor. The following are 
examples of what Leggett would consider regulations for protection: a 
man who entered banking could only issue notes that were backed by gold,· 
silver, or real estate; a man who wanted to operate a ferry on the Hudson 
would have to meet the safety standards of the State. The opposite of 
• 
these would be those which Leggett would consider regulations for ex-
clusion: to ente·r banking, it would be necessary to have $100,000 in 
capital; to operate a ferry one must ~ay $250,000 for a license.- It was 
Leggett's firm conviction that once such 1eneral incorporation laws were 
enacted at the state level and, where applicable, the federal level, equal 
opportunity would reign supreme, while monopolies, and all other special 
50 
institutions, would suffer an ignoble death. 
His campaign for a general incorporation law met with partial 
success when the New York Legislature, dominated as it was by Whigs, passed 
51 
't 
a general banking law in 1838. Strange as it may have seemed to New 
Yorkers, most Democrats, including those who had yelled tne loudest for a 
52 
general incorporation law, did not support the Whigs' bill. According to 
a political observer of the time, the Democrats voted against it because 
53 
they "probably disapproved of its details." In a polite way the obs.erver 
is saying that the vote was determined by party affiliation rather than by 
the issue involved. It is impossible to determine if William Leggett was 
54 
pleased with the law as written --he was now retirede 0 but regardless, he 
must have been happy to see signs whic'h indicated more and more people were 
55 
coming to share what his enemies in the past had termed his "agrarian" views • 
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As a professional observer of the events of his day, Leggett 1 s 
l 
,. chauvinistic nature did. not blind him to the fact that there was still 
much which was wrong with the country, much that needed to be corrected 
before the United States could fulfill its destiny. At the time he became 
a political journalist, as pointed out in the preceding chapter, he assumed, 
as so many did, that the achievement of democracy was being r·etarded by ~he 
existing economic system. In his editorials he charged that the system was 
controlled in a way which denied equal opportunity to all. In time his 
inquisitive mind and his acute sense of justice led him to perceive that 
this was not the only area in which the principle of equal rights was 
being ignored. He soon realized that the denials of personal liberty were 
taking place with increasing and alarming frequency, especially where 
freedom of speech was involved. 
When Leggett first went to work for the Post he thought little 
about the denial of personal liberty. With the famous four freedoms -
speech, press, religion and assembly - being guaranteed by the First Amend-
mend of the federal constitution and by most state constitutions, it was 
almost inconceivable that any attempt would ever be made to deny their enjoy• 
ment by the people. As inconceivable as this may have been, Leggett became 
familiar during the 1830is, with many such attempts. In most cases these 
were made in response to the militant abolitionist movement<that was 
springing up in the northern coastal areas during this period. 
The abolitionist movement at first attracted few followers in 
the North. William Leggett, who viewed the movement as visionary and 
impractical despite its supposedly noble end, expressed the belief that the 
movement was on "a radically erroneous course." Particularly reprehensible 
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among those who preached the doctrine of emancipation, were the "abetters 
f 3 
and supporters of Garrison, and other [such] itinerant orators." These 
fanatical preachers of uncompensated and immediate emancipation were 
nothing more than "the organs or instruments ••• of the aristocracy" who 
only favored freedom for the Negroes so they could economically exploit 
them and thus encroach "on the rights of the white labourers of" the 
4 
North. 
The representativeness of Leggett 1 s opposition can be attested 
,. 
to by a perusal of the newspapers of the period. In fact, it becomes evident 
that if anything, he was more moderate than most. It is likely that the 
northern hatred of abolitionists was as great as that of the South. Such 
intense but passive hatred is extremely volatile, only needing a spark 
5 
to cause it to explode into violent action. 
In New York City the explosion came on a sunwner night in 1834. 
It resulted from a simple misunderstanding. It seems, according to the 
Evening Post, that "The New York Sacred Music Society [had] a lease on the 
"Chatham Street "chapel for Monday and Thursday evenings throughout the 
year." Someone connected with the abolitionist movement obtained permission 
"from the Secretary of the Music Society" for the "blacks" to hold a meeting 
in the chapel on Monday, July 7. While the meeting was in progress some 
members of the Society, unaware that the chapel was being used, arrived 
for their usual Monday night meeting. When informed that the "blacks" had 
permission to use the Chapel, they "agreed to postpone" their meeting. 
Their number, however, being soon augmented by the arrival of other persons, 
they reversed their first peaceable and proper resolution and concluded upon 
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,, 
·-~ insisting that possessi~n of the chapel should be given to them." In 
.I order to prevent trouble one of the Negroes suggested that the chapel 
be turned over to the whites. But the majority "did not seem disposed, 
at that stage of the proceedings to break up their meeting and retire 
' from the chapel." Upon seeing that the "blacks" were not going to obey 
orders, "The Sacred Mus~ .. c Society ••• took forcible possession of the 
pulpit •••• " This caused "a general battle" to commence, "which seems to 
have been waged with considerable violence on both side~, and resulted in 
6 
· the usual number of broken beads and benches." 
A couple of nights later this riot was followed by an even more 
violent one. The whites, egged on editorially by James Webb and William 7 
Leete Stone, ran amuck in the Negro quarter of the City. Like a swarm 
of locusts, they indiscriminately destroyed all property that lay in 
their path; making no effort to determine if the owner of the property 
was connected with the abolitionist movement. The rioters not only vented 
their anger and hatred on the "black folks," but they also attacked the I . 
persons and property of the white leaders. These "doers of destruction" 
continued on their riotous way until they came face to face with the state 
militia. It is hard to determine what would have been the eventual outcome 
of this riot if it had not been brought to a halt when it was. It is possible 
that if it had continued it would have resulted in a blood bath which would 
have left the City almost, if not totally, free of Negroes and all who 
"< 
actively supported emancipation. 
It appears from available sources that the white community as a 
whole supported the riot. The whites seem to have felt that the movement 
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was something wicked which had to be crushed; even if this meant the 
use of violence. While this may have been.the sentiment of the majority, 
there were still a few who could not tolerate the use of violence. Among 
these was Leggett. His aversion to violence in no way implied that he 
was a friend ot supporter of the silk merchant brothers, Lewis and Arthur 
Tappan, 
8 ~ 
or their abolitionist movement. 
9 
All it meant was that he was a 
supporter of law and order. As in all matters on t-1hich he felt strongly, 
he made his position known through his editorial column. 
In his July 8, editorial.he berated the use of "brute unauthorized 
force" as the means of silencing an unpopular minority. Leggett, realizing 
that by maintaining this position he was leaving himself open to charges 
that he was sympathetic to the abolitionists, took the pains to point out 
·"' that ''We have expressed repeatedly our deep abhorrence of a portion of 
10 
their views, and our conviction that other portions are wholly visionary 
and impracticable." But, he continued, his dislike of their views and 
fanatical conduct in no way could justify his supporting a denial of their 
legal rights. The rioters and their supporters seemed to have forgotten 
that as long as the abolitionists "transgress no law" they are entitled 
to the full "protection of the laws •••• " 
In hopes of getting his readers to realize the seriousness of 
riotous action, Leggett told them that "he who without legal warrant 
-1nvades" the abolitionists "houses and destroys their property, if he does 
it from any other m~tive than virtuous resentment against error, is an 
incendiary and robber; and i·f actuated by that feeling is" like those he 
opposes, "an example of fanaticism, though of an opposite kind. 11 
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Leggett saw the riots as the poorest means by which to express 
· public opinion. There were. he wrote, "legitimate ways" of doing this 
which were "far more efficacious~ .as well as far more respectable •••• " By 
working through legitimate channels the antimabolitionist majority would 
not only be able to express its opinion, but would also be able to: 
r 
Keep a vigilant eye upon [ the abolitionists], and 
procure them to be indicted and visited with legal 
punishment whenever their proceedings become obE!oxious 
to the l~wo But till then they are entitled to all 
the privileges and immunities of American citizens, 
and have a right to be protected in their persons, and 
property 2)$!2inst all assailants whatseevero (Emphasis 
supplied) JLl 
Three nights after this editorial appeared in the Evening Post, 
12 
the "doers of destruction" again went about their dirty business. Deeply 
disturbed by the recurrence of violence, Leggett prepared an editorial 
which seethed with anger. He called upon the City magistrates "not to 
add to the confidence of the rioters" by putting on, as they had done 
earlier, "an empty, ineffectual display of unused weapons." "Let" the 
rioters "be fired upon if they dare collect together again to prosecute 
their nefarious designs." To Leggett the riots constituted. "the first 
movement toward sedition. "It was necessary, therefore, to shoot the riot 
leaders "down like dogs" if "their infatuated followers" were to be taught 
"a lesson which no milder course seems sufficient to inculcate." Leggett 
explained to the magi .. strates that "Forbearance towards these rioters is 
cruelty towards the orderly and peaceable part of the comnunity." He 
informed the magistrates that in calling for drastic action he was motivated 
r more by a desire to "restore peace and quietness to the city" than by a 
13 
desire to protect the abolitionists • 
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More than anything else it was Leggett's belief in the inalien• 
able rights of man which caused him to take a strong stand against the 
rioters. As he was constantly pointing out, he cared nothing about the 
abolitionists, but he was upset by the attempt being made to deny a 
--
minority their right to freedom of speech. He charged that •lthough 
the abolitionists-were not being physically or legally gagged, they were 
being intimidated into silence by unlawful and violent means. He further 
charged that as a result of the riots, the abolitionists were being denied 
the privileges and immunities which belonged to them as citizens of the 
14 
United States. His opposition to the use of violence to "shut up" an 
unpopular, but legal minority, was based on his fear of the tyranny of 
the majority. For him this tyranny existed any time the majority was able, 
through any quasi-legal or illegal means, to regulate the conduct of a 
minority. Once the majority gained this power, the democratic principles 
upon which the United States was founded, would fall by the wayside. When 
this occurred, America would not be the land of freedom, but instead the 
15 
land of "Despotism," the "Russia" of the North American continent. 
In calling for drastic measures to put down the turmoil which 
16 
had been "instigated by certain of the public journals," Leggett was 
displaying a fear of "mobocracy." In the end this fear proved to be 
unwarranted. Within a relatively short period of time, the New York 
authorities, using the state militia, were able to restore peace and quiet. 
In accomplishing their objective they found it unnecessary to fire on the 
. ,) 
rioters. With the return of peace Leggett found no reason to continue his 
editorial fight for the rights of the abolitionists. The editor was more 
.e 
t Yi I I I < 
/ 
,, 
/. 
,I 
I L ~-, 
.,.53-
than pleased to turn his attention away from this group. His involve-
17 ment with them had caused him nothing but trouble. _One may question 
-just how happy Leggett would have been if he could have foreseen that 
his detachment from the movement was to last less than a year. 
In 1833, the year before the ~ew York riots, an event took place \ ;'~ -
,...__ / 
which ia all probability sealed Leggett's fate. It was during this year 
that the New England Anti-~lavery Society, headed by the militant William 
Lloyd Garris,on, joined with the New York abolitionists to form the 
American Anti-Slavery Society. One of the Society's major activities was 
t,. 
· the flooding of the slave holding South with abolitionist tracts, which 
advocated iumediate and uncompensated emancipation. The slave-holders became 
extremely excited by this literature. They considered it to be inflammatory 
and· feared that it would serve as an inspiration for.a slave uprising, such 
as the one led by Nat Turner in 1831. 
While these pamphlets vehemently attacked the "peculiar 
'institution", it was almost impossible for them to be the cause of an up-
rising. All abolition mail was addressed to the slave owners who were free 
to do as they wished with it. Of course, after reading it, and thus \\ \ 
further feeding their fears, they would iestroy it. Even if a piece of 
mail did fall into the hands of the slaves, their illiteracy would seem 
to preclude it from spurring them on to revolt. For those very few slaves 
who could read, it would not have given them any new inspiration. It appears 
then, that the slave-holders fears were groundless and illogical. But it is 
important to note that, groundless and illogical as this fear was, it was 
real and as a result .it had an influence on the slave-holders. Playing as 
., . ' 
l 
' 
it did on their emotions, it caused them to develop a deep hatred of 
the abolitionists. To them the abolitionists became satanic beings who 
' 
were a threat to the well-being of the slave areas. Something had to be 
done to stop these demons of evil from carrying out their nefarious scheme. 
-Many plans were suggested as to how this could be done. Bu~ they all 
--
contained one idea in conmon, the circulation of all inflaDPDBtory material 
had to be stopped. 
Some of the Southern states began to follow the lead of Georgia 
and passed laws making it a crime to publish or distribute any literature 
which would tend to incite a Negro insurrection. In cases where the 
legislature did not do this, government at the local level followed the 
suggestion of Governor McDuffie of South Carolina. In a speech the Governor 
said that "the laws of every collDllUnity should punish this species of inter-
18 
ference by death without benefit of clergy." Such laws and suggestions, 
while indicating the temper of the slave-holders, were of little value in 
stopping the flow of emancipation literature. With the exception of a few 
daring Southern abolitionists, most producers of this material lived and 
worked in the North· and were in no way touched by the decrees of southern 
legislatures. 
The awareness of the overall ineffectiveness of southern legis• 
lation, brought with it a demand for the use of more direct meanso When 
this demand was first put forth it resulted in nothing more serious than 
raised voices. This continued to be the case until July, 1835, at which 
time the exhortation of the editor of a Charleston, South Carolina newspaper, 
changed angry words into violent deeds. The editor suggested that if the 
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local postmaster was unable or unwilling to stop the traffic in 
abolitionist tracts, then maybe the white citizens of Charleston could. 
19 
Hot heads need little prompting to do that which they want to do; shortly 
after the suggestion appeared, a meeting was called to discuss what course 
of action should be fo,llowed. Interested citizens met on July, 29, but 
before they could carry out, or even agree on, a course of action, "the 
Lieutenant of the City guard persuaded [them] to disperse. He felt that 
the rrexcitement" engendered by the mail controversy "was so fearful [ that] 
\ 20 
it would not be advisable to attempt to take up the matter at this time." 
The dispersing of the meeting did not stop the people from 
acting, it only delayed the inevitable for 24 hours. On the following 
night, July, 30, the citizens again met and formed a mob which broke into 
the post office. Once inside they began searching the mail and burning 
"in the street such papers and pamphlets as they tudged to be incendiary; 
in other words, such as advocated the application of the democratic 
principle to the condition of the slaves of the South. [As mentioned 
previously], ~hese papers were addressed not to the slave, but to the 
-lJ~ 
master. They contained nothing which had not been said and written by 
Southern men themselves - the Pinkneys, Jeffersons, Henrys, and Martins 
21 
of Maryland and Virginia." But it did not matter to the mob if some 
of their Southern ancestors had these feelings, all that mattered 
was their fear that such expressions could bring on a slave insurrection 
which would lead to a slaughter of the whites. Their fear dictated that' 
this mail had to be destroyed. 
On the afternoon preceding the burning of the mail, Postmaster 
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~Alfred Huger, understood full well that the people were becoming ~-.. 
tremely emotional 'about the delivery of. the tracts. Believing that ·, 
continued delivery would result in violence, Huger wrote to Postmaster• 
General Amos Kendall telling him that because this mail was "of the most 22 
inflammatory nature [and] ••• had a tendency to stir up insurrection" 
he would not continue to deliver it unless ordered to do so. At the 
same time he acknowledged that under his oath of office, he did not have 
the power to stop delivery, but, he wrote, this was necessary if the rest 
of the mail was to be protected. 
On the following day, July, 30, Huger felt that it was again 
necessary for him to write to Kendall. In this letter he informed his 
superior of his attempt to pacify the citizens at the meeting the previous 
night. He told the crowd that until he received further orders he would 
discontinue delivery. Huger thought, as he told Kendall, that because
1 
the citizens agreed with this plan all would be well as long as no tracts 
were delivered. But, as has been seen, Huger was mistaken; some citi~ens 
did not feel that his action went far enough. The postmaster, worried 
that mob action wouid continue, tried another tactic which he hoped would 
.. 
appease the people; he wrote to Postmaster Gouverneur of New York City 
asking him to hold from the mail being shipped to Charleston, any abolitionist 
tracts. Gouverneur, agreeing that this would be a wise move, issued an 
order that "inflammatory" literature was not to be accepted by the City's 
23 
Post Office. · 
In early August, less than two weeks after writing his first 
letter, Huger received a reply which was dated August, 4. In this letter 
,. 
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Kendall said: 
. Upon a careful examination of the law, 
I am satisfied that the Postmaster General has 
no legal ~uthority to exclude newspapers from 
the mail» nor prohibit their carriage or de-
livery on account of their character or tendency, real 
or supposedo 
But I am not prepared to direct you to foJ:"Ward 
or deliver the papers •••• The Post Office Depart-
ment tYas created to serve the people of each and 
all of the United.States~ a~d not to be ~sed as 
the instrument of their destructio~o None of the 
papers det~ined hav~ been forwarded t@ meoooabut 
you in.form me th2t they are, in character "the 
most inflammatory and incendiary - and insurrectionary 
in the highest degree." 
By no act, or direction of mine, official or 
private could I be induced to aid, knowingly, in 
giving circulation to papers of this description, 
directly, or indirectlyo t~e et·Y~ an obligation to 
the laws» but a higher one to the communities in 
which we live, and if the former be perverted to 
destroy the latter~ it is p2triotism to disregard 
them. Entertaining these views I cannot s~nction 
and will not condemn the steps you have takeno 
Your justification must be l@oked for in the 
character of the papers detained and the circum-
stances by which you are surroundedo 24 
While Kendall did not specifically tell Huger not to deliver 
the mail, he certainly made it clear that he would do nothing to force 
such delivery. In another letter, to Postmaster Gouvernour, Kendall 
stated that if it wer·e in his power he would keep all abolitionist mail 
from being sent into the South. Although he admitted Qbat as Postmaster-
General he had no constitutional power to ban such mail, he questioned 
"whether the abolitionists had a right to use the mail since that use was 
prohibited by the southern states •••• " He also felt that since the states 
had the right to regulate their own internal affairs "the National Government 
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had no right to send" by mail "material which was objected to by them." 
As can be imagined, these two letters caused quite a stir, 
dividing the population of the country into three groups: those who 
agreed with Kendall; those who disagreed! and those who were indifferent. 
The first group was mainly found in the South. This group interpreted 
Kendall's letters, especially the one to Huger, to mean that mail of 
an inflammatory nature did not have to be delivered. Because of this 
interpretation "Every petty postmaster south of Mason and Dixon's line 
26 
became!! officio as censor of the press." The second group was found 
mostly in the North, and was composed of the abolitionists, their 
supporters, and some civil libertarians. The third group was found 
throughout the United States. 
Among the leading civil libertarians to disagree with Amos 
Kendall, was Leggett. It mattered not to the editor of the Post that 
Kendall was one of his closest friends in the Administration; the 
Postmaster-General was wrong and the errors of his ways must be· made 
... 
known. With this in mind, Leggett for the next few weeks devoted his 
lead editorial to the question of the Post office and the delivery of 
mail. 
11 .• \ •• 
In his first editorial of this series he revealed his surprise 
and his regret "that Mr. Kendall •••• should have expressed such sentiments 
as this extraordinary letter [ to Huger] contains." Under the circumstances 
be felt that it would be best if the Postmaster-General "be permitted to 
retire from a post where" he enjoyed "extensive influence •••• 11 After making 
his suggestion, Leggett turned his attention to the letter. He assailed 
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Kendall for telling Huger that he would not "aid directly or indirectly, 
in circulating publications of an incendiary and inflammatory character." 
Who gave him the right, Leggett asked "to judge what is incendiary and 
inflammatory?" 
Leggett charged that in relation to the "recent occurrences 
at the South" Kendall had quailed in the discharge of his duty." In 
doing so he had "truckled to the domineering pretensions of the slave-
holders." The most heinous thing about Kendall 9 s bowing before the 
demand of the slave-holders, was that it helped "to establish ••• a 
censorship of the press •••• " This censorship was of the "worst possib\le 
form" for it allowed "every two-penny postmaster ••• to be judge of what 
species of intelligence it is proper to circulate and what to withhold 
from the people." Leggett was shocked that he had to take up his pen 
and protest this encroachment, for he had "little dreamed that new 
arguments in favor of the freedom of speech and of the press would ever 
become necessary in our country." In closing his editorial, Leggett told 
his readers that the "high respect" in which he once held Kendall had been 
"materially diminished" by a letter which showed "a deficiency of courage 
27 
and independence." 
This first editorial contains the essence of what Leggett had 
to say in later editorials. For this reason, it is advisa~e to spend 
some time in studying it in order to develop an understanding of Leggett's 
position and the reasons for this position. 
The most noticeable thing in this editorial is that Leggett 
never mentions, or in any other way ~efers to, the abolitionists or their 
mailing campaign. His editorial is exclusively devoted to discussing what 
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28 
he refers to as "Mr. Kendall's doctrine." This failure to refer 
directly to the abolitionists is not an oversight on the part of Leggett. 
There is a good and a legitimate reason for this omission; when writing. 
this editorial he was not primarily interested in the slavery issue. As 
during the New York riots, he was only_ interested in protecting, and if 
necessary fighting for the rights o-f all Ame·ricans, including the ---·----
abolitionists. He saw Kendall's letter not only as a threat to the American 
-~··--
Anti-Slavery Society, but also to the American way_ of life and to the demo-
cratic principles that the country cherished. 
To Leggett, the Postmaster-General, by refusing to order 
delivery of what was termed "inflammatory mail," was sanctioning the right 
of all postmasters to act as censors. A right, as far as he was concerned, 
which no postmaster had; a right which under DO circumstances - Kendall's 
"Higher Law" included - was or could be constitutional. If postmasters 
had the power, legally or illegally, to perform such a function, they 
could restrict the freedom of speech and press as successfully as if 
29 
publishers "were denied the use of presses or types." Leggett also 
feared that "If the Government once begins to discriminate as to what is 
orthodox and what heterodox in opinion, what is safe and what is unsafe 
30 
in its tendency, farewell, a long farewell to our freedom." When this 
editorial is strlpped to its bare essentials, it becomes obvious that 
Leggett's attack was solely based OD the Postmaster-General's tacit support 
of "censorship" of the mail. In Leggett's eyes this censorship would be 
a form of tyranny of the majority, because it would deny to a minority 
their constitutional right to use the mail to express their opinions • 
Leggett, as already noted, was no reformer without reforms; 
'.1.+.·· 
'I'" 
' ,,- .. ·1-· .... --~-~,--- ·---~..----·--···--~-----~o--.....-c-,,•~----- .. -
,, ., " 
I, 
[···· 
i 
--1 
t 
't 
-- ' 
:I 
'l ;, 
I 
l 
,-
~ ) 
J 
,I 
L 
.. 
-61• 
whenever he led an attack he was ready to suggest a way by which to 
correct the situation. Such was the case on the mail issue. He readily 
admitted that much of the mail was inflammatory, and therefore the South 
had a legitimate com.plaint. ~ To dvercome this, he offered a solution 
which he believed-would protect the South from most of this unwanted 
mail, while at the same time not violating "the great principle of equal 
freedom •••• " Under his proposed system the laws of the postoffice would 
be revised, re-establishing "the rates of postage on a more just 
gradation - on some system more equal in its operation and more consonant 
with the doctrines of economic science." If these doctrines were to be 
abided by, it would be necessary for "Newspapers, pamphlets, collDllercial 
and religious tracts, and all sorts of printed documents, as well as 
letters ••• to pay ••• [postage) according to the gradation of some just and 
equal rule." Under this system Leggett would have also required that 
"postage in all cases [be] payable in advance" and "duplicate postage" 
be paid "on those letters and papers which should be returned •••• " By 
the requiring of the payment in advance and duplicate postage "not only 
the flood of abolition pamphlets would be stayed, but the circulation of a 
vast deal of harmful trash at the public expense would be prevented •••• " 
Leggett was optimistic that the vacuum created by the removal of this 
31 
trash "would naturally be filled with matters of a better stamp." 
Leggett knew that he would have to wage his campaign against 
the "Kendall Doctrine" almost single-handedlyo He predicted as much in 
32 
one of his editorials. He stated that the opposition party would not join 
with him because they "are too anxious to conciliate the good will of the 
,: 
South, and turn the slave question into a weapon against their political ~ .. 
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adversaries •••• " As far as his own party was concerned, be alleged 
that most of the members did not have the guts to take a position at odds 
with the Administration - and this was the Administrations' position, 
33 
Kendall having been publicly supported by President Jackson. Leggett 
not only predicted that he liould be without comrades, but also that "a 
din will instantly be raised in eulogy of the Postmaster-General which will 
34 
be more than sufficient to drown our feeble voice." 
predicted came true. 
All that Leggett 
Leggett was not an abolitionist when he began fighting for their 
rights, but by the fall of 1835, it appears that he was in full sympathy 
35 
with the general aims of the Society. The only areas where he disagreed 
with it was in its occasional use of militant or fanatical means to achieve 
its objective and in its demand that Congress free the slaves in the District 
of Col11rnKia. He disagreed with it on this latter point because he felt 
that Congress should pass no legislation applicable to the national seat of 
government which would allow anyone to suspect that it was being partial to 
36 
~he views of any one section of the country. After he became an 
abolitionist he wrote the majority of his articles in support of the 
Society's position. In becoming a dogmatic spokesman for this ideological 
group, Leggett shifted his interest from the broad problem of "Despotism 
of the Majority" tu the more narrow and less popular one of emancipation. 
u 
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Leggett and the Democratic Party 
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When William Leggett first went to work on the Evening Post 
he showed little interest in politics, While some,.may do so, there is 
no reason to view Leggett's apathy to the political events of his day as 
an unconventional way of behaving. His background, with the exception of 
his naval experiences, is completely devoid of any influence, direct or 
indirect, which would have oriented him towards politics. From the avail-
able information, it appears that neither his father nor his brother-in-law -
the Sea· Captain ... the 0-10 men t"1ho would have had the greatest influence 
on a young boy, were involved in politics in New York or Illinois. Another 
factor which could account for this apathy is that Leggett's early years, 
the years when he would have been an easy subject to mold politically, were 
lived during the "Era of Good Feeling." This was a period during which the 
average man, or, if you wish, the "co11DDon man" was nearly voiceless and 
l 
weightless as far as state and national politics went. This being the 
case, is there any reason to be surprised over Leggett informing Bryant 
that he was not interested in politics? 
If one is surprised about anything it should be over the rapid· 
change that took place in Leggett's attitude. In a period of less than 
two months it changed from disinterest to serious commitment. This 
change, brought on by the contagious crusading spirit of Bryant, resulted 
in his switching from writing drama criticism to writing political editorials. 
Once interfisted in the world of politics, his life underwent a major change. 
Like a man who finds the water tepid, Leggett quickly jumped into political 
activities with both feet. 
Upon making the jump, he became an active working member of 
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Tammany Hall and the City's Democratic Party. In the beginning he 
played only a minor role, serving mainly on a number of committees. But 
once his editorial writings gained for him prestige and influence as a 
political journalist, ·he became-~ more important.within the Party. By 1834, 
the year he took over full and active control of the Post, many Party 
. 
members looked up to him as one of their leaders, although he held no 
official position of leadership. While he never saw himself in such a 
2 
role, he did write as if he was the Party's "guide and conscience." 
If Leggett had been someone else, someone less vocal, less 
·influential, less dogmatic, his attempts to play the role of spokesman, 
guide and conscience, might have gone unnoticed, or if noticed, ignored 
by the Party. But he was not someone else, he was vocal and dogmat:rc·;--1and 
the roles he assumed, or attempted to, were not, nor could they be ignored. 
Leggett, regardless of how anyone felt, represented a force that had to be 
reckoned with. Because of this, his influence was felt within the Party, 
from the local to the national level years after his pen ceased to write. 
It is only because he had this force that he has been remembered in 
history. 
Just a few months a~ter President Jackson took office, and 
served as host to the "mob," William Leggett began to make himself felt 
in tr1e world of politics. It soon became apparent to those who could 
'tell Leggett's editorials from Bryant's, that the ex-drama critic was a 
member in good standing of the Democratic Party. Leggett's decision to 
join the Democratic Party was based on something deeper and more personal 
than his friendship with Bryant. It was based on his conviction that the 
Party, having as it did, its roots in Jefferson, was the only Party which 
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stood for equality. More than this, it was the only Party. which would , 
insure that the nation that the Constitution gave birth to, would be 
preserved. To him the Democratic Party was the force of truth and 
equality waging a wer against the force of evil and privilege - the Whig 
3 
Party. 
On the practical level, Leggett saw the division between the 
Parties as due to their diametrically opposed positions on the power of 
the central government. The Democratic Party wantef;i "to confine the 
action of the Central Government within the limits marked out in the 
Constitution •••• " The Whig Party wanted "to overleap those boundaries, i, 
and give to the Central Government greater powers and a wider field for 
their exercises." The guiding principle of the Democratic Party has 
been "that all power not expressly and clearly delegated to the General 
Government, remains with the States and the People;" while that "of the 
party opposed to the Democracy" has been "that the vigour and efficacy of 
the General Government should be strengthened by a free construction of 
its powers. The party of Democracy "see dangers from the encroachments 
of the General Government; the other affects to see danger from the 
encroachment of the States." The Democrats are "for ••• popular Government," 
while the Whigs are "for an aristocracy." 
Leggett went on to point out that further evidence as to the 
nature of the division could be gained by a study of the type of people 
each Party attracted. The Democratic Party was "composed, in a great 
r, 
measure, of the farmers, mechanics, labourers, and other producers of the 
midd,ling and lower classes ••• " On the other hand, the Whig Party was 
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composed "of the consumers, the .rich, the proud, the privileged - of 
, those who, if our Government were connected into an aristocracy, would 
4 
become our dukes, lords, marquises and baronets o" 
Holding that the Whig Party was morally evil and subversive 
to the intent of the Constitution, Leggett had no alternative but to 
join the Democratic Party. To be a member of the opposition party would 
have meant that he was a supporter of special privileges; an upholder of 
the right of some people to have more rijhts than others. How could he 
support these tenets, did not John Locke prove that all men were born 
equal and had certain inalienable rights? Did not the signers of the 
Declaration of Independence reaffirm that all men were created equal? 
t '\ Then if all men were created equal how could there be special /Pri vi leges'l ~ [ 
'" According to Leggett's reasoning, all members of the Democratic 
Party were followers of Jefferson, believing in a limited and negative 
type of government, the supremacy of states rights, and the equality of 
men. When he first became active in the Party he found it easy to 
justify such a belief, but, as later events were to prove to him, this 
was far from a valid conclusion. The Democratic Party of the 18301 s was 
5 
anything but "a unified body t,Jith a set platform •••• " Not all members, not 
even an active majority, agreed on just what the Party stood for. As a 
result, instead of the Party being "a unified body with a set platform, 
••• it was an amalgam of disparate geographic, social and economic elements 
6 
holding some widely divergent views." If, during this period'·" there was 
one thing that was c0D111on to all members, it was· their notion that only 
through Party membership could they achieve desired objectives. For people 
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like Leggett these objectives were noble, if not necessarily practical, 
while for others, they were less noble but more practical. 
In his early editorials, Leggett constantly reaffirmed his 
0 
faith in Jackson and the Party. But with the development of political 
sophistication, he began to realize that the difference between the two 
Parties was not as clear cut as night and day; that a difference in pro-
fessed political philosophy did not guarantee that there would be a 
difference in action. This was vividly demonstrated to him by the actions 
of the State Democratic Party, which controlled the legislature, and 
Tammany Hall, which controlled the City. He became disturbed by, and 
developed an enmity.for some of the measures that these organizations made 
into laws. He also despised their unquestioning support of the national 
Administration 8 s policy, when such was coqtrary to the Party's Jeffersonian 
philosophy. If given a free hand, he would have attacked the Party at all 
levels whenever it deviated from the right path - the path as defined by 
him. From 1830 to the spring of 1834 the Party was saved from such 
attacks by the restraining influence of Br,ant. Although in most cases 
J 
Bryant agreed with his colleague's position, he was adverse to the 
7 
"truculent, intransigent tone'' of many of Leggett' s editorials. 
With Bryant's trip to Europe, Legg·ett was for the first time 
free to write -as he wished. As acting editor of the Post, he continued 
to support, and to work for, the Jacksonian program. Yet, this did not 
mean that he agreed with everything that the Administration and the Party 
did; all it meant was that he supported those policies which would help 
bring about equality. Whenever he felt that the Party was taking action 
which did not serve to bring this about, or which violated the Jeffersonian 
principles, he believed it to be his duty to use his editorial column to 
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inform the Party of its errors. He refused to refrain from performing 
his duty for the sake of Party harmonyo Only by his washing of the 
" Party's dirty linen in public would the leadership be forced to abide 
by the Party's principles. Although he found it necessary to --openly 
attack the Party, this was no-indication. that he favored Party disharm'?BY• 
Like other members of the organization, he,favored peace and harmony. 
But he was unwilling to have harmony if it could only be had through ~ 
compromise - a compromise which would negate the Party's ideals. As far 
as he was concerned, it would only be achieved by the Party following the 
Party line. Because of his refusal to compromise, Leggett soon found 
that he and the Party were at opposite ends of the spectrum on the 
questions of granting charters and_on the rights of the abolitionists. 
The stand that he took on the first question was to alienate him from 
Tammany Hall, while his stand on the second was to alienate him from the 
Administration. 
During Jackson's Bank War the Post gave the General its full 
support. As a result of this, and the support it gave the President's 
~ 8 
other programs, it joined its competitor the New York Times in becoming 
9 
a semi-official paper of the City's Democratic Party. Thus by 1832, 
there appeared to exist harmonious relations between the New York Evening 
Post and Tammany Hall. But unbeknown to Bryant and Leggett this harmony, 
which seemed to have stability, was as unstable as a house built on sand. 
Stability had only been achieved at the expense of truth. 
Fro111 the earliest days of the ''War," Tamnany Hall, had joined 
with the Post in waging a vio~ent denunciatory campaign against the 
"monsterous" Second Bank. Tammany charged that the Bank violated the 
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principle of equal rights because it owed its existence to a special 
congressional charter - a charter which was denied to all others. The 
''Wigwam,". as TalllDAny was popularly known, in full agreement with Jackson, 
Leggett, and other assailers, held that since the "hydra-headed monster" 
was unconstitutional, and therefore illegal, it should not be granted a 
renewal of its charter. To cap its demonstration in favor of Jackson's 
/:..1 
War, the Hall united with all Jacksonian Democrats in applauding the 
removal of the government deppsits from Biddle's institution and the 
placing of them in "pet" state banks. 
When Bryant sailed for Europe, all was well between the paper 
and the Democratic machine, but before he returned events took place 
which ended this relationship. Just{"'about the time the "Poet" was 
debarking in the Old World, New York City politicians were making 
preparations for the upcoming fall gubernatorial and congressional 
election.· The Tammany machine geared itself for all out victory. It 
did not want to split the election with the Whigs as it had in the spring 
municipal election. It was the claim of some Democrats that the Whigs 
had only been able to gain a split because of the active support it had 
10 
received from the Bank. These members, led by Leggett and by the 
workingman's editor, George Henry Evans, counseled that the Party could 
win the fall elections only by nominating men who would wage a vigorous 
campaign against the Bank and all other monopolistic enterprises. Though 
a minority within the Party, this group persisted in expressing their 
sentiment. Their persistence finally paid off; the nominating con101ittee, 
11 
under the control of Tannnany Hall, nominated only men who were willing to 
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sign a "strong pledge against monopolies •••• " 
13 
12 
The more conservative 
members had questioned such a pledge, .fearing that· it would alienate 
some potential democratic voters._ However, the signing of the pledge, 
atong with the waging of a strong anti-monopolistic campaign, proved to 14 
be a winning combination. The Democrats won the election. going away. 
· No sooner was the election over than Leggett began to doubt 
b, 
the sacredness of the anti-monopolistic pledge. To him the Party's 
endorsement of the pledge implied that it would oppose all forms of 
monopolies. He first became aware that this was not the case when he was 
attacked by the New York Times for having maintained this position in 
one of his editorials. The Times tried to show that while most monopolies 
were harmful to the democratic principle, some were necessary in order to 
15 
provide for the public good. Agreeing that "the public good may ••• in 
16 
some instances be promoted," Leggett pointed out to the Times in an 
answering editorial, that this was immaterial. "The true question is 
whether ••• this power of granting [monopolistic] privileges" will lead in 
•,'\ 
the future, as it has always in the past; "not only to corruption and abuse, 
but to either open or secret infringements of the sanctity of Equal Rights?" 
If it would result in infringements, and Leggett saw no reason to doubt that 
it would not, it would serve as "the fruitful source of those inequalities 
in human condition - those extremes of wealth and poverty, so uniformly 
fatal to the liberties of mankind." This would be too.high a price to pay 
11 
for the public good. 
Leggett may ,,~ve questioned whether the Times in publishing an 
editorial at variance with the avowed Party's Platform, was expressing its 
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own views, or those of the TaJ11Dany Hall leadership. Whatever questions 
he had, were quickly dispelled once the State Legislature had convened. 
"The [Tammany] leaders made no effort to stop the [Legislature] granting 
-18 
of [new] charters, or to curtail the monopolist privileges already granted." 
By not trying to stop the Legislature, the Wigwam revealed its intentions 
not to honor the pledge. In reneging the Tammany leadership was stating 
that it, rather than the rank and file, was the controlling element 
in the Democratic Party. Tannnany was stating a fact of political life; it 19 
had been the controlling influence in city politics for a number of years, 
a control which, now just because it was part of the Democratic-Republican 
organization (or maybe it was the other way around) it had no intention 
20 
of relinquishing to the newly enfranchised "rabble." 
Leggett was not the only one who had been misled. A large segment 
of the membership had been attracted by the Party's claim that it supported 
and would fight for equal rights. Only after the election were they 
able to see that the Party's leadership cared nothing about equal rights, 
but only about special rights for preferred individuals. It soon became 
apparent who the preferred ones were. They were the ones who had willingly 
led the attack on the .second Bank of the United States. Unknown to the 
ra~~ and file, they had wanted the second Bank destroyed not because it 
was a monopoly but because it was a competitor, and an unfair one at that. 
The preferred ones, who in most cases were bankers, knew that once the 
Bank was destroyed the government would have to find depositories 
for its funds; they were smart enough to realize that state banks· 
controlled by the "friends" of the Administration, would become the depositories. 
i 
\ .. ". J 
... •,,, ............ , .. ·, -~-~·, ........ , .......... -...... ~-·------·.-- '-"(•,•·, ... ··,·~., .. ,-, .. ·,.-·-.· ··------..,- ... ,. ~ .. . ' ~-· ' . ',.' 
I 
I 
,.' 
,,. 
f 
:..,/ 
-72-
The Democratic bankers, along with other Party businessmen, had another 
reason for wanting the Bank destroyed; they felt that only through its 
destruction ~1ould they be 91 freed ••• from the control of a powerful and 
21 
despised institution," a control the Bank was able to exercise thiough 
its ability to regulate the currency. It is important to understand that 
none of these men really 1t-:1anted the Bank destroyed because its existence 
was a violation of the equal rights principle~ 
For over four· years their tight control of the Party, and 
their ability to reconstitute the truth, allowed them to hide their true 
colors from the membership. It was only their response to Leggett's 
demand that Democratic legislators honor the pledge, which finally· exposed 22 
them. Fearing Leggett as "a menace to their welfare," they set about 
to discredit him. Without any qualms they charged Leggett with being an 
agrarianist; knowing full well that this implied he was a supporter of 
the despised doctrine of leveling. In making the charge its promulgators 
expected that it would result in Leggett being ostracized from the Party. 
But this failed to happen. Instead it led to an internal squabble wqich, 
along with bringing great joy to the Whigs';, divided the Party into two 23 
factions: "the Monopoly Democrats and the Equal Rights Democrats."_ 
Usually crusading editors have been_willing to fight only one 
battle at a time; this was never the case with Leggetto At the time 
24 
that he was trying to be the Party's conscience and lead it in a purge 
against the 11unholy," he found it necessary to wage a campaign against 
the Administration. This campaign, as mentioned, resulted from the 
Administration's refusal to protect the abolitionists' right to use the 
mail. 
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From a moral and h\D8nitarian point·of view,Leggett has to 
be applauded for being uncompromising in his fight for equal rights. 
·Yet it was this very same uncompromising spirit which kept him from 
-
... 
seeing, or accepting, some very practical reasons why the Administration 
allowed a minority group to be flagrantly denied their constitutional 
rights. As far as the Administration was concerned the slavery and 
abolition questions were touchy. With the presidential election a little 
over a year away, it felt that it could not afford to do anything which 
would estrange the South. Political pundit that he was, Jackson was 
fully aware that his operation against the Bank had cost him some votes -
of course he had no way of telling how many. Being a realist, he knew 
that if the Administration continued to allow the abolitionists, that small 
obnoxious group of people, to anger the influential slave-holders, the 
South could be lost to the Party. With Van Buren running for President, 
the alienation of the South, along with the vote lost because of the Bank, 
could conceivably cost the Party the election. This Jackson would not 
let happen if he could at all help it. And he could help it, by not 
allowing the government ·-to protect the rights of the abolitionists. 
There may have been a second factor which accounted for the 
Administration's stand. Since the beginning of the 1830's, the South 
25 
had been threatening to "Dissolve the Union" if all abolitionists agitation 
26 
and all "discussion of-the question of slavery" was not brought to an end. 
Idealistic believers in the sanctity of freedom, such as Leggett, were 
ready to let the South "Dissolve the Union ••• if the only tie to hold it 
/ 
together must be wrought out of the sacred right of free discussion -
27 
if we must mix the cement with the very heart's blood of freedom." 
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While it was possible for Leggett, free from responsibility, to assume 
such an uncompromising position, it was not possible for the Pres·iden.t. 
As a servant of all the people, and as a practical man,·he had always 
to consider a compromise. No matter how much the President as an individual 
.. 
may have hated slavery, it was legal in the southern states; and because it 
was legal he was obligated to protect it. Jackson also realized that if 
the South made any serious effort to leave the Union it could result 
28 
in bloodshed and a possible civil war. 
While there may be some question as to how adequately ~hese 
factors explain the Administration's appeasement of the politically 
powerful slave-holders, there can be no question but that appeasement 
place. And· in its appeasement \~he Administration was forced to oppose 
"f<t·-·* 
two 
took 
_anything which served to alienate the South. For this reason it felt that 
Leggett, who was supposed to be a Party man and editor of a Party paper, 
It 
sin everytime he wrote an editorial in support 
of the rights of the abolitionists. When the radical editor first began 
29 
to champion the rights of this "repulsive minority" the Administration 
said nothing, but once he coumenced to attack Kendall, it had all it 
was going to take. For obvious reasons it could not come directly out and 
censure the outspoken.editor. Therefore it assigned this task to the 
30 
Washington Globe, which was its semi-official spokesman. Qnr_ September 
18, 1835, the Globe use its editorial column to carry out its duty. 
The Evening Post has on various occasions, 
whown a disposition to fly off from the 
democratic p2rty by running into extremes. 
The spirit of agrarianism was perceivable in 
all the political via1s of the editor, and it 
seemed as if he 't'Yas inclined to legi.slate 
altogether upon abstractions, and allow the 
business of the world and the state of society 
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to have nothing to do with it. This Utopian 
temper in the Post was perpetually running 
the Editor's head against a postoooln its 
warfare upon the settled principles of Democracy, 
the Post has ever and anon found itself at 
loggerheads eith the organs which have long 
been accustomed to reflect the public sentiment. 
Finally, the Post, as if eager to break with the 
Party to ~1hich it as assumed to be devoted 9 has 
assailed the Secretary of the Treasuryj the 
Secretary of the Navy, and the Post=M.aster General. 
All this might possibly be set dm~n to indi-
vidual caprice= a sort of innocent ostenta-
tion by way of displaying the independence 
of the editoro But he has at last (and we 
are glad of it) taken & stand which must 
forever separate him from the democratic 
party. His journal now openly and systemati• 
cally encourages the Abolitionists. 31 
As Leggett told his readers, the Globe's editorial pronounced 
32 
excommunication upon the Post and its editor. 
This interdiction pleased the Monopoly Democrats. Since the 
last election, Leggett had become their major problem. Because of the 
forceful stand he was taking against their policies, he was keeping the 
Equal Rights faction alive and active. Their attempts in the past to rid 
themselves of this problem had proven unsuccessful, but now the 
Administration provided them with a sure fire solution; they, like the 
good Democrats they were, would denounce and excommunicate him and his 
paper. On October 10, the Democratic-Republican General Committee, meeting 
at Taunnany Hall, the "temple of truth," passed the following resolution: 
,~· 
Whereas, The 6ourse of the Evening Post, 
in continuing to discuss the Abolition question, 
in our opinion, meets the decided disapp~obation 
of the Democracy of the City and County of New 
York, and of an overwhelmi~g majority of the 
people of the North and is decidedly contrary to 
the expressed opinion and views of this Committee; 
and whereas, the manner as well as the matter of 
a 
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its publication upon that question, are in our 
opinion dangerous to the peace and safety of the 
good people of the South, our brethren in the 
family of this great Republic:= therefore, 
Resolved, that the proceeding of the Demo-
cratic Republican General Committee be no longer 
published in the Evening Post •••• 33 
The Cooal\i. ttee had hoped by this resolution not only _to destroy any 
influence that Leggett had in the Party, but also to warn "all Reformers 
34 
not to set themselves against 'the party'". 
The Monopoly Democrats soon found out that disowning Leggett 
changed nothing; he continued to write, happy that "The Evening Post 
is not the organ of ••• any man or set of men, whatever, save and 
except its editors ••• who conduct their journal with exclusive reference 
35 
to their own sense of right and expedi~ncy." As far as the disowning 
serving as a warning to other "Reformers," it failed here too. In place 
of cowering before the Monopoly Democrats as they were supposed to, the 
reformers or Equal Rights men became more determined than ever to return 
36 
the Party to the teachings "of Jefferson, Taylor, and Madison." To do 
this they would have to control the Party, and to control the Party it 
would be necessary to control the nominations. On the night of October, 
29, while '~illiam Leggett, the herald of truth ••• laid prostrated on 
37 
the bed of disease" a meeting for the nomination of candidates was held 
at Tammany Hall. In years gone by, the Tammany Society had controlled the 
' 
nominations, but this year the Equal Rightf men had resolved to change this. 
On the night of ·the meeting a fist fight broke out between the two factions 
over who was to occupy the important position of chairman of the proceedtngs. 
When it became apparent to the Monopoly men that they were outnumbered, they ---
,. 
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tried to disband the meeting, but the Equal Righters refused to leave. 
The officers of the Hall decided to break up the meeting by using one 
of their favorite tricks; they turned off the gas lights. This worked 
every time - every time that is until this time. The radicals were 
prepared for such a trick, having come to the meeting with the newly 
invented loco-foco matches and candles. "'Let there be light, and there 
is light! I 
/ 
are .. J.,gni ted, 
,-
cHandeliers. 
A host of fire-fly lights are in the room - loco-foco matches 
candles are lit, and ·they are held up by living and breathing 
38 
It is a glorious illumination." The reformers, stimulated 
by the spectable went about their work of nominating a ticket which was 
pledged against all monopolies. The next morning when the news spread 
about the candle light meeting, the Equal Rights men were held up to 
39 
scorn and called the "Loco-Focos." 
The Monopolists, although not happy with their humiliation, 
were not overly upset by the rump convention. They knew that they were 
40 
still in firm control of the Party. Therefore the "Sachems" of the 
Tammany Society thought nothing of publishing "their mendacious edict 
declaring that the ticket headed Gideon Lee [President of the Leather 
Manufacturers' Bank] for Congress, was the regularly nominated ticket, and 
the Assembly ticket headed John. I. Morgan, was of the same authority; and 
that those tickets only would be permitted to be distributed at Taunnany 
41 
Hall.during ·the election." It is interesting to note that the Sachems 
published the names of the candidates as if they had been formally approved 
by the Party at the nominating meeting, which they never were. The Monopoly 
candidates had only been approved by the Young Men's and The Old Men's 
6 
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Conni ttees, but these approvals were all that was needed .to give the 
nominations the appearance of legality. 
The outcome of the general election could have come as no 
surprise to either side; the Monopoly Democrats defeated all opposition 
\ 42 
\.,1? 
from within and without. Some of the more "ultra" Equal Righters 
viewed their defeat as an indication that the time had come to leave hhe 
corrupt party. The more temperate reformers were opposed to such a drastic ..,. 
move on the ground that they should work to improve the Party from within 
rather than from without. After much discussion it was decided to com-
- promise. "The compromise agreed upon ••• was simply a contingency, That if 
the General Counnittees to be elected in December [1835], should be composed 
of a majority of monopoly democrats, the anti-monopolists then would form 
43 
a separate organization." It is hardly imaginable that there was any 
true doubt about what would be the ~omposition of these conunittees. When 
the elections were held they "presented majorities [which were] ••• decidedly 
opposed to the anti-monopoly movement, and such strong majorities as 
44 
c?O' indicated a determination to crush the 'agrarian spirit' entirely." 
This was all the equalitarians needed, it was crystal.clear that 
they could never beat Tannnany by staying in its Hall. On January 11, 1836; 
the discontented held their first meeting at the Military and Civil Hotel. 
At the meeting they proclaimed that they constituted the real Democratic .. 
Party and that they would do all in their power to cleanse the Party of o 
monopolistic influences. At the formal organization convention, held on 
February 26, the delegates passed a "Declaration of Principles" in which 
they stated: 
:o 
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1 We utterly disclaim any intention or design 
of instituting· any new party, but declare our-
selves the original Democratic Party, our whole 
object being political reformation by reviving 
·the land~rks and principles of democracy o We 
therefore hold with the revered Jefferson, that, 
lsto The true foundation of Republican 
Government is the egual rights of every citizen, 
in his person and property, and in their management. 
2ndo The rightful pffl"Jer of ~11 legislation 
is to declare and enforce only our natural ri3.hts 
and duties~ and to take none of them from uso 
3rdo The idea is quite ~nfounded that on entering 
into society~ we give up any natural righto 
4tho Unqualified and uncompromising hostility 
to bank notes and paper money as a circulatory medium, 
because gold and silver is the only safe and 
constitutional currencyo 
Stho Hostility to any and all monopolies by 
legislation, because they are a violation of the equal rights 
of the Peopleo . 
6tho Hostility to the dangerou@ and unconstitu-
tional cre&tion of vested rights by legisl2tion, 
because they are a usurpation of the people's 
sovereign rightso And we hold th~t ~11 laws or acts 
of incorporation passed by one Legisl2ture can be 
rightfully altered or repealed by their successors. 45 
In the "Declaration" the "new" Party was expressing the views 
46 
of its spiritual father William Leggett. Although the Party looked up 
to him as one of its leaders, he never became a member. Leggett felt 
47 
that the reformers had made a serious mistake in leaving the Party. 
He seemed to understand something that very few other political reformers 
have; he realized that a third party could never be successful because for 
0 
various reasons it could not attract enough votes. By reason of his 
opposition to the split, it is almost certain that if he had not been 
seriously ill at the time, he would have applied all possible pressure 
to keep the radicals in the Party. And because of his influence - or 
maybe respect is a better word - there is a strong .. possibility that he would 
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have been successful., The fact that there was a disagreement over 
leaving the Party, seems to.lend credibility to the belief that a strong 
48 
leader like Leggett could have kept the break from taking place. 
During the year that Leggett was ill, there was little he 
could do to get the radicals to see the errors of their ways. The only 
time he could express his sentiments was when the leaders of the mo~ent 
came to visit him. It is doubtful that they did this very often; they knew 
how he felt and how persuasive he could be and they certainly were not 
going to take any chances on being convinced·they were wrong. But their 
respect for Leggett did not diminish one bit because of his opposition. 
They were well aware that he was one of the few connected with politics 
who abided by the ideals that he claimed to believe in. They showed their 
respect by nominating him as their candidate for Mayor in the spring 
elections of 1 36. Using his gentlest manner so as not to offend, Leggett 
turned the nomination down. He told the Party that illness and his 
49 
editorial duties would not allow him to accept their generous offer. 
But he promised as editor (he was not back to work yet) "of a paper to 
50 
sustain our cause." It is important to note that Leggett did not say 
that he would "sustain" the Equal Rights Party. By sustaining the "cause" 
he would be doing nothing more than fighting for the equal rights principles 
that he had always fought for. By not stating that he would "sustain" the 
Party, he was probably implying that he did not agree with the third party 
movement. 
Upon recovering from his illness, Leggett began to work ~for a 
reunion between the two Parties. The result of the 1837 City election made 
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his task easier than it normally would have been. For the first 
time in a good many years, the Democratic Party lost control of both the 
,,.·,: Mayor's office and the City Council. Occasionally they had lo~t one or 
the other, but never both in one election. It became obvious to some of 
the more practical leaders, that the Whigs had won only because some of 
the normal Democratic voters had given their support to the Equal Rights 
ticket. Until this election no one in the Party had paid much attention 
to the Equal Righters, but now this attention had to be given because the 
radicals were proving to be a definite threat. This threat could only be 
overcome by getting them to return to the Party. To get them back would 
require some doing, but a few farsighted men in both Parties, using Leggett 
51 
as their emissary, began to discuss the possibility of healing the breach. 
The greatest aid to Leggett's drive for reunion came from 
President Martin Van Buren. In a way this was ironic for Leggett had 
criticized the President for the anti-abolitionist stand he had taken in 
52 
his inaugural address. The ai\i that Van Buren gave to the cause was 
' indirect in nature, coming about as a result of a message he delivered to 
a special session of Congress in September, 1837. The President had called 
Congress into session to deal with some of the problems caused by ·the 
53 
panic of that year. Among these was the safeguarding of government funds. 
The panic proved the "Pet" banks to be wanting in the performance of this 
function. To overcome this, Van Buren recommended that Congress establish 
an independent sub-treasury system. The message with its unexpected, 
radical recoumendation broke over the heads of the Monopoly Democrats like a 
"\) 
bombshell. "The.m~ssage expressed in moderate but decided tone the main 
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54 
tenets of the Equal Rights Party •••• " 
Repercussions from the message were inmediately felt wi·thin 
the City's Democratic Party. When the Equal Rights men left they were 
not joined by everyone who believed in their principles. A small minority 
55 
led by Henry Riell, had taken Leggett's advice and stayed in the Party. 
These radicals were extremely happy with the President's message, and be• 
cause of it, they felt strong enough to challenge the old leadership. 
Without much trouble they gained control 1_._.~ of the Yqung Men's Committee. 
Using their new power fully, they w~ged a successful purge of Tammany 
and the Party, driving the monopolistic or "conservative" Democrats -
56 
as they called themselves - out. Many of these ex-Democrats turned 
to "the Whigs [hoping to find] an attitude toward banking and credit 
57 
more congenial to their own interest and beliefs." 
Following the purge, some of the Equal Rights members felt that the 
time for reunion had come. The more "ultra" did not share this feeling, 
58 
as far as they were concerned the purge had changed little. But the 
spirit of reunion could not be crushed this easily. By late October the 
spirit had become so strong, that a. meeting ~1as arranged· betwe'en a committee 
from each of the Parties. I The job of the committees was to determine if 
agreement could be reached on a single compromise ticket for the coming 
election. The meeting, held at the "temple of truth," was a resounding 
success, each side agreed to support a ticket composed of men from both 
59 
Parties. The formation of the "Union Ticket" marked, for all practical 
purposes, the end of the Equal Rights Party. To Leggett it meant the end to 
a split which should never have taken place • 
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With reunion Leggett again became popular with the City,._ 
Democratic Party. But now he was too busy working for emancipation 
to take an active part in its work. Although he did not formally 
rejoin the Party, his influence on it was greater than ever. His fame 
spread throughout the country, and following his death he "became to the 
national progressive Democracy a sort of political saint, 11 who was 
regarded as having been martyred to the cause now so generally espoused." 
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In the past, William Leggett has been unlucky enough to 
suffer a fate shared by many other historic,1 figures; he has been 
relegated to the ranks of the forgotten men of history. Too often 
American historians, and this includes those who write master's thesis 
-· 
and doctoral dissertations, only study and write about the men found on 
the opposite ends of the spectrum of historical importance. The historians 
either write about men whose importances are so well established that 
their names are known even to freshman history students, or about insigni-
ficant men whose impact on history, if they really had one, has been 
limited to a rather narrow time period and geographical area. 
The dusty records of the past are filled with deeds and in 
many cases the names of the forgotten men. Their relegation to obscurity 
ii is not the result of some iniquitous plot, but rather the failure of the 
historians to appreciate that while these men played only a secondary role 
in national history, they had a significant, if never a major, impact on it. 
While all periods of American history have produced forgotten men, 
the Jacksonian Period, possibl';'' because of its dynamism, seems to have 
been one of the most productive. If one is to know and understand more 
than the historical cliches and generalizations concerning this era, it is 
imperati.ve that he have some knowledge of the supporting actors.· It is 
impossible for an audience to fully comprehend the plot of a play if they 
focus their attention only on the main character, or, going to the other 
extreme, the "walk on's." What is true for the theater is also true for 
'l 
history. 
., . 
It would be bordering on the ridiculous to say that a complete 
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study of the Jacksonian years could be made without studying Jackson. 
But at the same time it would be absurd to limit such a study to Jackson -
and a few other men of major importances. In order to carry. out an ade• 
quate study of this period, it is necessary to include within it all those 
people who had a major influence on the thinking and the actions of the 
conmon man in relation to what historians consider to be the principle 
problems of the period. Because William Leggett fits this criterion, he 
l 
should not be.ignored by historians. 
In many ways Leggett was atypical of the coumon man of his day. 
In the relatively short span of twenty-eight years (180~-1829) he under-
went experiences that most people would not have undergone if they aad 
lived three or more lifetimes. Possibly the two most important events in 
the shaping of his personality were the family's move to the frontier area 
of Illinois and his midshipman's appointment. Although his early life in 
New York City developed in him a cosmopolitan nature which made it almost 
impossible for him to adjust to the parochial environment of Edwardsville, 
the three years on the frontier were not without their effects. Out here 
he came to know, and make part of himself, the spirit of independence 
and equality characteristic of the pioneers. More than anything else, it 
was this spirit, fed by the rebellious nature of youth, which made him . 
resent the arbitrary authority of the Navy. 
A court-martial, along with dissatisfaction,. caused Leggett to 
resign from the Navy in April, 1826. For the next three years he had a 
very short career as an actor, and a somewhat longer career as a publisher 
of a literary journal. In between these two careers he attemp~ed to be an 
author and worked as a newspaperman. The most important thing about these 
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three years is that they indicate Leggett 1s search to find the media in 
which he could express himself as an individual. 
The search came to an end in July, 1829, when Je joined Bryant 
---- ~, 
-on the Evening Post. It was not until he wrote his first political editorial 
in August, that he himself realized that the search was over. For the next 
eight years he was one of the most important political journalists and 
editors in New York City. Mainly as a result of his pen, the ~ew York 
City Democratic Party was changed from an organization which spoke in 
favor of equal· rights but supported special privileges, to one which 
spoke against special privileges and supported equal rights. 
When Leggett fitst became interested in the City Democratic 
2 
Party it was made up of diverse elements. There were the Tammany men 
, who at one time had believed, as Thomas Jefferson had, in equal rights, , .... 
but who had come to find it profitable to believe in special privileges. 
There were the Equal Rights men, who believed that government's main 
role was to keep the way open for equal opportunity. There were former 
3 
members of the Workingman Party, who hoped that the Democratic Party, 
under the dynamic leadership of Jackson, could achieve some of the 
reforms that their defunct Party had failed to achieveo And finally there 
were the newly enfranchised common men, who only knew that they liked 
Andrew Jackson and disliked special privileges. The only thing these 
various elements had in common was hope. The hope that the Democratic 
Party would help them obJain their objectives. The only cement that 
held them together was legerdemain spun by a strong, select leadership. 
The only thing needed to tear the Party asunder was someone to expose the 
I 
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I,,' 
wickedness of the leadership. To Leggett fell this task. 
Even wisemen can be foaled for a time, and Leggett was no 
exception. When he first began to wage his fight for equal rights, he 
honestly believed that the Party's leadership was in agreement with him. 
He did not come to realize until after the fall election of 1834 that 
the leadership had joined with him not because they were for something, but 
because they were against something. They were against special privileges 
for those who were not of their sele.ct group. When the leadership was 
finally forced to bare its soul to Leggett, and he saw that it was black 
with sin, he set out to purify the Party. In the end, his drive for 
purification cost him his membership in the Party, but at the same time 
his drive set into motion events which eventually culminated in purification. 
In his attempts to move the Party back to the Jeffersonian 
principle of equal rights, Leggett had strong support. Following his. 
excoaununication from the Party, and failing to gain control of important 
counnittees, some of the more radical of his supporters left and formed 
their own Equal Rights Party. Although Leggett disagreed with the action 
of these radicals, believing that they should have stayed within the Party, 
it was their action, more than anything else, which insured his importance 
in the history of American politics. 
If the Equal Rights Party had not taken shape it is possible 
that Leggett would be even less known in history than he is. Without 
this Party his name would have appeared at most, in the footnotes to the 
literature of the period. This is true because his importance res~ed upon 
someone putting into action that which he expressed in words. Regardless 
• ' '"' j •• 
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.. of th~ fact that in this thesis some time has been spent on his ideas, he 
was neither a major nor original thinker. He said very little that had 
not been said by others. But this does not mean that as an ideologist he 
should be ignored; It was precisely his ability to cOIIDllUnicate ideas to 
the average man which brought him the following which he hado In this 
sense then, Leggett should be considered one of America's major propagandists. 
Like Samuel Adams, he too helped spark a political revolution, a'lthough much 
more limited in scope. 
The people he influenced the most were the radicals who formed the 
Equal Rights Party. When these men first left Tammany Hall, the Democratic 
leadership was not worried, but it soon became apparent that they should 
worry. The new Party was strong enough to insure that the Democrats would 
lose control of the City government to the Whigs in the spring of 1837. In 
the fall of the same year, Van Buren in his message to Congress made it 
clear that he shared the basic ideas expressed by the Equal Rights Party. 
This gave heart to those who, although holding these ideas, had remained 
within the Democratic Party. They felt, and they wer·e, strong enough to 
force the believers in special privileges·out of leadership and out of the 
Party. They then invited the radicals to return to the Democratic fold. 
Most of the radicals were willing, but they made it clear that the purged 
Democratic Party had to support equal rights unequivocally. The Party 
agreed and reunion took place. Leggett was vindicatedo 
.., 
No one can say with any certainty that events in the New York 
City Democratic Party would have turned out as they did if Leggett had 
not become a political journalist. Even if one accepts that they would have, 
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this does not lessen his importance anymore than the fact that. someone 
would eventually have invented the air plane, lessen that of the Wright 
Brothers. One would be denying historical facts if he did not acknowledge 
that William Leggett's historical importance rests on his being the moving 
.,.spirit behind the reformation of the New York City Democratic Party •. 
Still, Leggett's impact on history cannot be limited to the 
eight years of his journalistic career. The reformation, when united 
to the work of Senator Thomas Hart Benton of Missouri, and Martin Van 
Buren, helped to develop a national Democratic Party which is directly 
connected to the present day Party. For the last one hundred years this 
Party has supported the common man in his drive for equal opportunity. 
The only difference between the Party of today and the Party of yesteryear 
is one of means rather than objective. For this reason the historian must 
not overlook men like Legge~t who did all in their power to insure that the 
Party of Jefferson and Jackson would act as the political spokesman for 
the conmon man. 
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l. The date of birth was April 30. William was the third child 61 
Abraham and the first of Catherine, his second wife. His first wife 
had died giving birth to their second childo 
2. William Cullen Bryant, "William Leggett," United States Magazine and 
Democratic Review~ VI, Julyj 1839, p. 20. 
3. This is now Georgetown University. As now, it was then run by a 
Catholic religious ordero Although Leggett went there, he was not, 
as far as I can determine, a Catholic. 
,. 
. 4. Ibid., p. 20. 
5. Page, S. Proc,tor, Jr. The Life and Works of William Leggett, New 
Haven, 1949, p. 11. 
6 • Bryant, .22. cit • , p • 2 0 • 
7. Ibid., p. 17. 
8. Proctor, in the work cited, seems to feel that some of the unsigned 
poetry in this paper was written by Leggett. The fact that it was 
unsigned indicates, to Proctor, that Leggett must have been working 
£or the paper o 
9. MacDonough was the hero of the battle of Lake Champlain during the War 
of 1812$ It is also inte~esting to note that he died at sea in 1825, while 
in command of the squadron. 
\ 
' 10. Proctor, Life anCll.Works, pp. 61-64. 
11. Ibid., pp. 64-65. 
12. Ibid., p. 65. 
13. Ibid., p. 68. 
14. Stanley Nelson Worton, William Leggett, Political Journalist (1801-1839) 
New York 1 1954, p. 3. 
15 • Bryant, .22. cit • , p. 2 0 • 
16. Proctor, Life and Work, p. 73. 
17. Ibid., pp. 70-7211 
18~ Proctor claims that Leggett's actions "were imprudent .or fo•liah 
rather than malicious" and therefore the punishment was too "severe." 
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-I disagree. If nothing else, Leggett conmi tted an unpardonable 
offense when he left his guard post. The excuse ca~not be given 
that by leaving his post in time of peace he did not subject his 
fellow shipmates to any dangero It is necessary that all orders 
be obeyed in times of peace as ,.,,ell as times of 'vJar o If there is 
no discipline during peace time there certainly will be none during 
waro Another thing that has to be considered~ is that as a~ officer 
Leggett was suppo~ed to set a good ex~mple for the enlisted men; by 
breaking the rules and regulations he was setting a bad exampleo In 
my estimation he committed a harmful act, although it was not intended 
to be sucho 
19. Poems by William Leggett, Edwarasville, 1822. 
20. Bryant, ..21?• cit., p. 21. 
21. At this time Leggett was no longer with the Telegraph as it had 
ceased publishing by June, 1828. 
, 
22. It should be mentioned that Leggett reused some of the material 
he had earlier published in other publications. But on the whole, 
most of the material was original each and every week. See Proctor, 
!:·; .. ~ Life and i~orks,, pp o 17 5= 176 o 
23. There seems to be disagreement as to just how long the magazine was 
publishedo Proctor and Hofstadter both claim that it lasted eight 
months, t~1hile Bryant claims that it lasted only sixo Knowing that 
it was first published in November, it would appear that Bryant was 
deficient in his mathematical computation. 
24. Worton, .2J?o cit., p. 9. 
25. In an editorial in the New York Evening Post, Bryant expressed his 
regrets at the passing of the Critic. 
26. Bryant, ..21?• cit., p. 21. 
27. Proctor, Life and Works, p. 183. 
28. Page s. Proctor, Jro,"William Leggett, (1801-1839): Journalist and 
Liberator," The Papers of the Bibliographical Society of America, XLIV 
1950, p. 240. (Hereinafter cited as ''William Leggett")\ 
29. Ibido, p. 240. 
JO. Proctor, Life and Works, p. 197 • 
. 
Chapter II. 
... 
' 
1"i·, 1. New York Evening Post, July 14, 1829. (Hereinafter cited as Evening Post.) 
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2. Sands was a poet, and had collaborated with Bryant in editing the 
New York Review. 
" 3. This book was published by Leggett 4round the time the Critic folded. 
4. I' have not been able to determine if Bryant personally knew Leggett 
at this time. 
5. Allan Nevins, The Evening Post: A Century of Journalism (New York, 
1922.) p. 141. Charles I. Glecksberg,''William Leggett, Neglected · 
Figure in American Literary Historysi" Journalism Quarterly, XXV, March,' 
1948, Po 52, states basically the same thingo 
6. Allan Nevins states that Leggett became a part owner of the paper at 
this time. As I will later_. show, this is incorrect. 
7. This claim is made by Proctor in his doctoral dissertation, but in 
his article ''William Leggett," he credits Leggett with writing his 
first editorial on August 240 The possible explanation -for this 
apparent discrepancy is also given b1z Proctor in the same article 
when he states: "In view of Leggett 8 s close alliance ~,ith Bryant 
on the ••o Post, positive ascription of editorials to one or the 
other is extremely difficult. Even Edwin Forrest, Leggett's closest 
friend, could not distinguish between the writings of the two men." 
p. 252 0 
8. Glicksberg, .21?• cit., p. 58, and other historians believe that 
"Leggett had been unjustly neglected by the historians of American 
letters." 
9. Proctor asserts in Life and Works, p. 213, that Leggett was not put 
in charge of the paper until 1832. Worton disagrees, setting the fall 
of 1829 as the dateo It seems logical to accept Proctor's claimo 
(In my research of primary material I have found no reference to this 
appointmento) It seems doubtful that Bryant would give such wide 
authority to a new employee. 
10. Proctor, Life and Works, p. 280; Worton, .22• cit., p. 17. 
11. The Post had originally been founded by Alexander Hamilton. From its 
beginning to the time Bryant assumed command, it ~d rigidly followed 
the Federalist position. 
. 
1~. Skidmore was advocating that each adult person should start on his 
Journey through life with equal property. He would have allowed ·an 
individual to keep whatever he gained through his own endeavors, but 
at bis death~ all he accumulated would become the property of the 
governmento The government would then divide this property among 
other people reaching adulthood. It is important to note that Skidmore 
would not allow this property to be passed on to the owners' heirs. For 
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.. -.... __ .. ---~-- ~_!,.eggett's views on agrarianism see his editorials_in tbe __ february 
10 a~d October 10, 1835, issues of the Post. 
13. Thomas Sed·gwick, Jr. ed., A Collection of the Political Writings of 
William Leggett, I, New York, 1840, Po 98. 
14. Evening Post~ August 8~ 18350 Also see John Greenleaf Whittier, The 
Prose Works of John Greenleaf Whittier& II» Boston, 1892, p. 193. 
By the fall of 1835, Leggett 0 s attitude had undergone a complete 
changeo He new became ain abolitionist, and a dogmatic advocate of 
civil and social equality for Negroes. i 
15. - "Mro Leggett had unquestionimbly defects in his intellectual organiza-
tion~ he generalized too m~ch ~ he pushes out his theories without a 
proper reference to the time and means necessary to perfect them, and 
to persuade their adoption° and what was a greater defect for one who 
desired to lead the public mind 9n matters ~f daily and hourly impor-
tance, he was not sufficiently practical» nor did he listen with 
sufficient ~ttention to the suggestions of practical meno 
"His viet1s i~1hen most correct» ~Jere frequently urged t~ith a vehemence 
and impetuosity which prevented their adoption, and he often in this 
way displeased and alienated moderate men of all parties." Sedgwick, 
~. cito, I!.) Po VIIIo 
For a discussion of Leggett's alienation of the Party, see Lester 
Harvey Lifkin, "William Leggett: Journalist - Philosopher of Agrarian 
Democracy in New York," New York History, XXXII January, 1951, p. 51 • 
16. Worton, .22• cit., p. 42. 
17. Evening Post, August 20, 1835. 
18. Proctt:011:,. Life and Works, p. 304. 
For a fuller discussion of Leggett and the Party see Chapter V. 
19. There is no agreement concerning what Leggett was suffering from. 
All that is agreed on is that it was some form of fever~ 
20. William Aspenwall Bradley, William Cullen Bryant, New York, 1926, 
p. 144. 
21. It should be mentioned that during his illness Leggett wrote one 
editorial. It was written while be was still confined to bed and 
appeared in the December 9, 1835, issue. Worton, .21?• cit., p. 19. 
22. lbido, Po 220 
Worton~ Po 23~ goes on to point out that although there developed a 
"gap between the editors political beliefs and journalistic philosophy" 
which led to the break] up of their"association ••• they remained fast 
· ..• 
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23. 
24. 
25. 
friends to cite end of their lives." .This deep friendship explains 
why Bryant was happy · that it -was Mrs. Coleman and not him,~ whe 
would do the restraining. 
Parke Godwin, A B,,iog~a,D.hy of William Cullen Bryant, New York, 1883, 
p. 2620 Frederic Hudson, Journalism in the United States, New York, 
1873, po 222, states that the term used 't"1as "Chanting Cherubs", rather 
than "Cha.unting o u Because I have found no other author -i1ho agrees~ 
I would assume that either Hudson took it upon himself to update the 
spelling or the proofreader made a mistake. 
W-0rton, .2J?o cito, p. 23. 
Glicksberg, .21?• cit., p. 57. 
111-,-
26. Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr., The Age of Jackson, Boston, 1948, p. 232. 
27. Bryant, .21?• cit., p. 24. 
28. Worton, .21?• cit., p. 314. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
"President Van Buren to Jesse Hoyt, N.Y. 
Washington, De~36. 
1Dear Sir 
Please ask Mr. Leggett to send me his paper •••• '" 
William L. Mackenzie, The Life and Times of Martin Van Buren, 
Boston, 1846, p. 262. 
The Plaindealer, December 3, 1836. 
Godwin, J:!E• cit., p. 358. 
~ 
32. In the first six issues the printer was listed as William Van 
Norden, Noo 96 Nassau Street. After this only the address was 
carriedo It is probable therefore that Van-Norden still owned the 
company at the time of failure. 
33. Bryant~ .2J?o cito, Po 24c 
It is possible that the sudden end to which the paper came was unfore-
seen even by Leggetto In the last issue, which appeared on Saturday 
September 30, 1837, he gave no indication that the paper would not be 
published the following week. In fact, he was still advertising the 
paper 0 s subscription rateo 
34. Walter Hugins, Jacksonian Democracy and the Working Class, Stanford, 
California, 1960. 
35. Ibid., p. 89. Hugins does not footnote or in any other way support this 
s.tatement an therefore it is impossible to determine its validity •. 
It is possib e that Hugins arrived at this conclusion after reading 
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J .G. Whittier's charge that Leggett "was too f·ar in advance of hi·s contemporaries to find general acceptance, or even toleration." Whittier» c22o cito, Po 2050 Furthermore~ it is questionable how Hugins is using the term upublisher" in the statement quotedo If by the term he means Leggett» h@ is wrong in implying that Leggett failedo There is no evidence to be found which indicates that this 
was the case. If by publisher he means printer then no.more needs to be said. 
36. In his study of the Post Allan Nevins points out, and the journalist historian Frank Mott agrees with him, that "Then, as now, advertise-
ments 11:-1ere the principle support of nei11spaperS0ooon Nevins» ~o cit., p. 9lo It is doubtful that this was the c~se with the Plaindealer. For all forty=four issues advertisement only aver2ged a page and 
one-half per issueo Bec£use Leggett did not publish his advertise-
ment rats~ it is 2lmost impossible to determine haw much was earned in this man.n.ero But iiorlctirmg ~1ith the statement by Nevins tht@.t "four insertions could be had for a dollar, u it m&].y be speculated that Leggett earned no less th~n ten doll~rs nor more than twenty per issue. If this be true it certainly would indicate that earnings from advertisement were a very small part of total revenueo 
37. The term propagandist is not used here in the modern derogatory 
sense. As used in this thesis it means the disseminator of a particular point of viewo 
38. According to William Rounseville Alger, Life of Edwin Forrest, I, Philadelphia, 1877, p. 325, Leggett owed ForEest f'about fifteen 
thousand dollars •••• " 
39. Proctor, Life and Work, p. 322. Worton, p. 28, disagrees with Proctof. He claims that Leggett- Feceived offers to write for the United States Magazine~ which had been founded just previous to the 
ending of the Plaindealer, as well as for a new paper that some politicians wanted to start. For various reasons he turned these 
offers down. 
40. At this time Forrest, the most popular American actor, was well on his way to becoming the richest actor on the American stage. His 
wealth at the time of his deat~was so great that the home for re• tired actors, which he ordered in his will to be established, is 
still operating in Philadelphia. 
41. Alger, .!!2• cit., p. 325. 
42. I have said li tt.le about Almira or Leggett I s married life because there is little to be said. What little information does exist 
seems to indicate that Almira was the typical nineteenth century 
wife, remaining in the background, but at all times provwling her husband with a well-run and loving home. 
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Worton, .22• cit., p. 31. 
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Leggett 1 s sqpport of this movement, especially during bis journalistic 
days, pleased Whittier. His support made it appear as if he was 
accepting an appeal made to him, Bryant, and James Lawson (another 
liberal ne'w.1spaperman), in 1832, by t-3hittier iml his poem, "To a 
Poetical Trio in the City of Got.ham9 " For the poem and more infor-
mation, see Samuel T. Pickard, Life and Letters of John Greenleaf 
Whittier, New York, 1894, p. 106. 
45. Bryant, ..2l?• cit., p. 24. 
46. See in Sedgwick, ..22• cit., II, p. 335, "Copy of a Letter from Wm. 
Leggett, to • '' This lette~,. shows how he was unwilling to
 
compromise hia views. 
47. Bryant, ..2l?• cit., p. 24. 
48. Ibid., p. 25. 
49. Ibid., p. 25. \ :t 
50. Ibid., p. 28 • 
. , 51. Leggett made this charge in a Plaindealer editorial of March 11, 
1837. 
52. MacKenzie, ..21?• cit., p. 263. 
53. 
54. 
55. 
56. 
57. 
In his eulogy of Leggett in the Democratic Review July, 1839, Bryant 
points out that even Leggett's opponents were favorable to his appoint
-
ment. Although he does not state it, Bryant gives the impression that 
these people were favorable to the appointment because they respected 
Leggett, although not his views, and felt that he was deserving. 
Sedgwick, ..2l?• cit., I, p. XVII. 
Whittier, 
.21?• cit., p • 210. 
The inscription can be found in Godwin, 376. 
A 
op. cit., p. ~-!! 
Whittier, op •. cit., p. 210. 
58. Lee Benson, The Concept of Jacksonian Democracy,Princeton, New Jers
ey, 
1961. It is Benson's contention (Chapter XV) that the period between 
1815 and 1850 was one in which an equalitarian revolution was taking 
place. This revolution pervaded both parties, causing them both to 
"accept equalitarianism as the ideology of the Good Society." p. 336. 
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Chapter III 
l. Leggett 1 s main complaint against the system was that it denied 
the accused due process of lawo His hatred for the system can be 
traced back to his personal experience with it. So deep was this 
hatred that it took very little prompting to get him to express 
his vie~.-,s o 
Page So Proctor, ''William Leggett," .21?• cit., has determined that 
in Leggett 1 s six active years with the Post, he wrote at least 
fifty=three editorials in 1v1hich he criticized some aspect of the 
Navy, usually discipline and justice, or his former Captain, John 
Orde Creightono As editor of the Plaindealer, he devoted little~ 
energy to the subjecto 
2. Congress chartered the Bank under the powers granted to it by the 
"Necessary and Proper" clause of the Constitution. Article I, 
Section VII~ paragraph 180 
For a complete discussion of this controversy and its development 
into the Bank t·Jar see Ralph C.H. Catterall, The Second Bank of the 
United States~ Chicago, 19030 Professor Catterall believes that the 
Bank 'tias an extremely useful and necessary institution.o In destroying 
it, Jackson, he charges, "committed an offense against the nation •••• " 
Bray Hammond, Banks and Politics in America from the Revolution to 
the Civil War Princeton, Ne'tv Jersey, 1957 o 
---------
"Jackson, Biddle, and the Bank of the United States," 
The Journal of Economic History, VII May, 1947, 1-23. Mr. Hammond's 
book, although it relies heavily on Catterall 8 s, is the newest and 
the best on the subjecto He feels that the destruction of the Bank 
removed a steadying influence from the American economic scene. 
Arthur Mo Schlesinger in The Age of Jackson, agrees with the 
Jacksonian anti=bank men that the Bank was a moneyed, aristocrati_c 
and privileged institution, which violated the democratic principle 
of equal rights. 
3. The opponents claimed that the interference resulted from the Bank's 
ability to determine the market value of bank notes. 
4. Biddle was the young president of the Bank.- He had succeeded Langdon 
Cheves in 1823. 
5. There is good reason to believe that Biddle was prodded into this 
action by some of his friends in Congresso As late as the previous 
suunner he showed no readiness to send such a petition. See Reginald 
McGrane~ The Correspondence of Nicholas Biddle, New York, 1919, pp. 
142, 145, and 162. 
6. Annual Messages, Veto Messages and Protest of Andrew Jackson, Baltimore, 
1aas, P. 231. 
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7. Clay had not always been a supporter of the Bank. I't is hard. -almost impossible - to determine why he changed his outlook. Some of his detractors claim he was bought. 
8. This statement may be misleading. Taney did not withdraw the govern• ment money all at once. Instead, he no longer placed any new funds in the Bank and used those still there to pay government obligations. Thus the removal of the funds was a slow process. 
9. When people came to Jackson complaining of the economic conditions, he told them riot to complain to him, but to Biddle. 
10. Sedgwick, _2Eo cit., I,/p. 96. Plaindeale.r, August 19, 1837. 
11. Plaindealer, August 19, 1837. 
12. Ibid. 
13. Ibid. 
< 
14. Ibid. ... 
15. Ibid. 
16. According to Richard Hofstadter, ''William Leggett, Spokesman of 
· Jacksonian Democracy," Political Science Quarterly, LVIII, December, 19430 (Hereinafter cited as "Spokesman"), this is the natural rights philosophy of the Declaration of Independenceo As ·pointed out by Carl Jo Friedrich and Robert Go McCloskey~ From the Declaration of Independence to the Constitution Nel-J 1{9rk, 1954, p. XII, the roots of this philosophy can be traced back to John Locke. 
Proctor, Life and Works, Po 188, feels that Locke did not have much influence on Leggetto While there may be some question as to whether Leggett ever read the writings of Locke and the other eighteenth century philosophers~ it is quite evident from his writings that he was familiar with their theorieso 
17. Merrill Do Peterson, The Jefferson Image in the American Mind New York, 1962, p. 69. 
18. Ibid., p._80. 
!' • I . 19. Ibid., p. 68. 
) 
-~ 20. Although during the Jacksonian period tliis fear of positive ~govern-
---- ment still existed, it did not serve to keep the goyernment fr<>W, being 
. r . : '· .. 
"called upon to play a much. mor~ imRortant and positive roleo" Stow Persons, American Minds: A History of Ideas New York, 1958, feels that this paradox can be partly explained by the growing demand~ ~hat 
' 
\ 
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were being placed on governmental bodies for reform. "Reform, an 
idea peculiar to the Age of Democracy, almost invariably sought the 
accomplishment of its purpose by means of legislationo o o o" Persons 
goes on to point out that unbeknown to these reformers, who in most 
cases claimed to be follm,,1ers of the uJeffersouian tradition," they 
were"laying the foundation [for] the positive state of the t~1entieth 
century~!' po 153 o Tliere can be little doubt that l'1illiam Leggett 
fits the descIC,iption of a reforme}~ o He felt that -it i1as necessary 
for the legislative bodies to take certain positive attion in order 
to correct certain evil or unjust situationso In fairness to Leggett 
and other raformers~ it should be pointed out· that they believ@d that 
once the corrections had been made there would be no further need for 
governmental intervention; hence government could once again resume 
its negative role. For a more detailed discussion of Jefferson and 
the Jacksonian Democrats, see Chapter Two of Peterson, ..21?• cit. 
21. Worton,.!!!?• cit., p. 189. 
22. This was one of his major beliefs concerning man. 
23. This belief .was supported by Locke's theory. 
- . . 
24. It should be made clear that Leggett only opposed those monopolies 
that owed their being to favorable action of government. He did 
not oppose combination which resulted from mutual agreements between 
"competitors o °' He believed that all monopolistic organizations 
which il'1ere not artificially suppor.ted, and therefore subject to the 
lawr of nature, t'1ere destined for doomo See Marvin Myers, ·The 
Jacksonian Persuasion: Politics and Belief Stanford, California, 
1957, p. 144. 
25. Ev~ning Post, November 22, 1834. 
26. Ibid. 
27. Ibid. 
28. Evening Post, April 28, 1835. 
29. Ibid. 
,. 
30. Unlike today, Leggett and his contemporaries did not divide society 
into three classes. All they talked about were producers - the 
common people who provided society with goods and services Q and 
non-producers O those people i~ho made money through speculation. 
Among .tl1ese included in the latter class were law,1ers and bankers.-·· 
Worton, .2}20 cito~ Po 3510 
31. Jvening Post, March 12, 1835. 
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32. This view is found in all of his editorials concerning the Bank. 
33. Sedgwick, -22• cit., I, p. 19. 
34. Along with those he was chiding, Leggett views "with dismay" the 
Banks "prodigious means of corruption; and shudder with abhorrence 
at the free and audacious u·se it has made of these means ••• " 
35. Accordi gto L~ gett "the real business of the country is measured 
by the amount of its exports and the amount of actual capital em• 
ployed in commercial business." 
36. Sedgwick, no ci£o, I, pp. 19•27. 
37. In January, 1834, the House of Representatives assigned the question 
of charter renewal to the Ways and Means Committee. In May, the 
Committee in its report to the House~ made four recommendations: 
(l) the Bank sho~ld not be recharteredD (2) deposits should not be 
restored to the Bank~ (3) deposits should be continued in select 
state banks» and (4) a committee should be appointed to investigate 
the Bank for causing, through the use of financial pressure, a panic. 
See: Thomas Hart Benton, Thirty Years• View New York, 1862, p. 398. 
38. I do not meah to imply that after the suuuner of., 1834, Leggett was no 
longer interested in the Bank. Although after this period he no 
longer attacked it with any consistency, he did editorialize on it 
whenever he felt that its actions were threatening to the country. 
As an example~ on March 12, 1835, he warned the readers of the 
Evening Post that the Bank was once again preparing to plunge the 
country into a panic. 
39. Leggett 0 s use of the term "poor" may be misleading. He does not 
mean poor in the sense that the term is used today; rather it referred 
to the producing class who had to spend long hours toiling for their 
daily livings. As a propagandist, Leggett was using the term for its 
shock value. 
40. Sedgwick, -22• cit., I, p. 96. 
41. Ibido, p. 96. 
..• ... ~ 
42. Worton, -22• cit., p. 92. 
43. Evening Post, August 6, 1834. 
44. Sedgwick, _!!Eo cit., I, p. 105. 
45. Evening Post, August 6, 1834. 
46. The restraining law was first passed in 1804 and strengthened in 1813 
and 1818. It remained in force until 1838. The law made it illegal 
I 
., 
,i 
:r·-·11" . .,_., 
.'' i-"' 
'47. 
48. 
49. 
so. 
51. 
52. 
53. 
54. 
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to carry on banking activities without a special charter. 
Sedgwick, ..!ll!• cit., p. 96. 
"Mr. Leggette •• came to the conclusion that the business of banking 
ought to be permitted to every man in the coimDunity under precisely 
the same conditions that every other occupation is permitted." 
Bryant~ .21?0 Cito, Po 220 
While one may feel that in supporting this movement Leggett-was 
negating his belief in laissez faire, it must be remembered that 
he was also a firm believer in the greatest good for the greatest 
'"' 
numbers. 
This desire to replace special charters with general incorporation 
laws was"not restricted to Leggett or New York. It was agitated for 
by.Jacksonians 0 throughout the countryo See Richard Hofstadter, 
American Political Tradition New York~ 1948, PPo 55~58o For further 
discussion of Leggett and the incorporation law see Hofstadter, 
"Spokesman» u po 589; also Worton, .2,l?o cit o, pp o 128, 159, 341, 342. 
Schlesinger, ..!ll!o cit., p. 287, suggests that the Whigs did it to 
keep the Democrats from writing one which would "impose severe 
restriction on the issue of paper money." They feared that such 
restriction would hinder business. 
Jabez D. Hammond, The History of Political Parties in the State of 
New York, II, Syracuse, 1852, p. 484. ,, 
Ibid • , po 484 • 
A year previous to the passage of this bill a Mr. Robinson had 
introduced a General Banking bill; in discussing it, Leggett stated 
he considered it "only as a precurson of a more perfect reform," 
Plaindealer March 11, 18370 Using this statement as a guide one 
may assume that Leggett at least looked upon the law as a sign of 
progress. 
55. Evening Post, February 10, 1835. 
Plaindealer, March 11, 1837. 
Chapter IV. 
1. One area where this spirit clearly manifested itself was in his 
demand for a truly American style of literature. So insistent was 
he on this point, that he editorially attacked Washington Irving 
who, in arranging to have a volume of Bryant 0s works published in 
Britain~ took the liberty of revising one of the poems so that it 
would be less offensive to the English. See Bradley .21?• cit., p. 133; 
Proctor, Life and Works, p. 178; Worton, .2E• cit., p. 13. 
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2. Harold Underwood Faulkner, American Economic History, 4th ed., New 
I 
York, 1938, p. 248. 
3. Evening Post, February 10, 1835. 
,· 
4. Ibid. 
5. For a better understanding of how unpopular the abolitionists were 
see J .T. Headlay, The Great Riots of New York 1712 to 1873 New York,--
1873, PPo 79-96. 
6. 
7. 
Evening Post, July 8, 1839. 
Proctor, .22• cit., p. 299. 
8. Leo Hershkoi1itz, "The Loco-Foco Party of New York: Its Origins and 
Career, 1835~1837," The New York Historical Society Quarterly, LXVI 
July, 1962» Po 3160 
9. His respect for law and order did not keep him from physically 
attacking editor Webb on Wall Streeto The attack was provoked by 
Webb's suppor.t of the Banko Leggett felt that Webb, once a Democrat, 
had sold himself to Biddle for the sake of a loan. 
c; 
10. Leggett was disturbed by the extremely radical abolitionists who 
were advocating "promiscuous intermarriage of the two races.'' 
11. Evening Post, July 8, 1834. 
· 12. For a discussion of this riotious period in the City's history see 
Headly, .2J?• cito, pp. 74~96. 
13. Evening Post, July 12, 1834. 
14. Worton,~· cit., p. 2~3. 
15. Plaindealer, March 25, 1837. 
16. Bryant,~· cit., p. 23. 
17. Those ~1ho supported the riots "were awed and confounded by [Leggett' s] 
••• boldness; they muttered some idle threats; they loaded the journal 
and its editor with obloquy •••• " 
Ibid., Po 230 
18. Richard B. Morris, Encyclopedia of American History New York, 1961, p. 
175. 
.} 
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19. Sherman w. Savage, The Controversx over the-Distribution of Abolitionist 
Literature 1330-1860. N.P., 1938, p. 15. 
20. Ibid., p. 15. 
21. Whittier, .21?• cit., p. 194. 
22. Savage, .2,2. cit., p. 16. 
24. Evening Post, August 12, 1835. 
25. Savage, .21?• cit., p. 21. 
26. Whittier,~· cit., p. 195. 
27. Evening Post, August 12, 1835. 
28. Evening Post, August 14, 1835. 
29. Ibid. 
30. Evening Post, August 8, 1835. 
31. Ibid. 
32. Evening Post, August 14, 1835. 
\ 
33. The President in his annual message in December, 1835, asked Congress 
34. 
35. 
to pass a law which would greatly restrict the sending of "incendiary 
tracts through the mailou For more information see: William Jay, 
View of the Federal Government in Behalf of Slavery, New York, 1839, 
p. 1640 
Evening Post, August 14, 1835. 
' 
'-""f 
There is some question concerning when Leggetf~ became an abolitionist. 
Whittier claims that this took place in the summer of 1835. Whittier, 
.22• cito, Po 1970 Worton feels that it took place during Leggett's 
illness in 1835~18360 In support of this position he points out 
that there is a noticeable change in the tones of the editorials 
before and aftero Worton~ .,2l?o cito, Po 2660 Leggett himself states 
that he did not become an abolitionist °'until after he had read 
'Harriet Martineua 0 s Society in America in·June, 1837, and an article 
in the Boston Weekly Reformer of July~ 21, o~ the same yearo ou Ibid., 
p. 2660 One thing is certain, by 1838, Leggett was an abolitionist. 
In a letter to an unknown person, Leggett wrote "I am an abolitionist." 
~edgwick, .21?• cit., II, p. 335. 
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In the final analysis, the question of when he became an abolitionist 
is academic; really only being a question of wh,en he became a formal 
' 
or espoused member of the Anti=Slavery Societyo As pointed out, by 
. q .,r:···:,,~_·····~·-··-·.. . -.:-.i 
the fall of 1835, he was in full agreement with the Society0 s objective 
of emancipationo In two separate editorials in the Evening Post of 
September i, 1835, he proclaimed his hatred of slaveryo In the 
editorials he stated that slavery "v1as an evil v1hich tM1as a ustain 
on the American characte~; 09 and th.at he, if he had the p0v1er~ "would 
speedily enfranchise99 them allo The only difference bet-v1een him and 
the Society at this time ,.,as one ___ of means o Within less than tivo 
months after declaring himself against slavery, he was taken ill. 
By the time he came back to work, he had assumed a more militant 
attitudeo By the ne.c~t summer his militancy led him to say that he 
would not help put down a Negro uprising, because to do so would be 
to oppose "men struggling in the holy cause of freedom." Plaindealer, 
July 29, 1837. 
36. Evening Post, September 4, 1835. 
Chapter V. 
1. During the period of Leggett' s boyhood, Carl Fish's "common man," 
unable to meet the property qualifications, was excluded from the 
suffrage and thus a voice in politicsQ It was not until "the nine-
teenth century turned its first quartervv as Charles Beard points out, 
"that poli tic~l pm-Jer o o o [ began] slipping from the hands of seaboard 
freeholders, capitalists~ and planters into the grip of frontier 
farmers ooo and into the hands of the working class of the indus• 
trial towns o o o." Charles Ao and Mary Ro Beard, The Rise of American 
Civilization, One Volume Edition, New York, 1930, p. 545. 
2. Worton, .2£• ·cit., p. 338. 
3. Ibid., p. 336. One of Leggett 1 s clearest indictments of the Whig 
Party can be found in the June 12, 1834, issue of the Evening Post. 
4. Evening Post, November 4, 1834. 
5. Worton, .2E.• cit., p. 335. 
6. ·Ibid., p. 335. 
7. Glicksberg, op. cit., p. 55. Also see Frank Luther Mott, American 
Journalism, 3rd ed., New York, 1962, p. 258. 
8. This is not the precursor of the present New York Times. 
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9. The Party had no paper which it officially designated as the Party's 
paper. Instead it would make announcements in, and give patronage 
to, those papers which clearly indicated they supported the Party's programs. 
10. Gustavus Myers, The History of Tammany Hall, New York, 1917, p. 92. 
11. Ibid., p. 99. 
12. F. Byrdsall, The History of the Loco-Foco or Equal Rights Party, New 
York, 1842, p. 14. 
13. Hugins, .!?E• cit., p. 35. 
14. Ibid., p. 35. 
15. Ibid., p. 155. 
Proctor, Life and Works, p. 285. 
16. As pointed out in Chapter III, Leggett felt that the public good 
could be better provided for by the "great body politic acting 
through its representatives." For source of quote see footnote 26, 
Chapter III. 
17. Evening Post, November 20, 1834. 
18 . G • Myers , .21?. cit • , p • 104 • 
19. For a more complete discussion of Tammany Hall see G. Myers. 
20. 
21. 
Until 1821, when the law was liberalized, a white male citizen of 
New York had to meet strict property qualifications in order to gain 
suffrage. In 1826, the Legislature dropped all restrictions and 
thus brought about universal manhood suffrage. 
\ \ 
Harry N. Scheiber, "Pet Banks in Jacitfom* Politics," The Journal 
on Economic History, XXIII, June, 1963, \ p ··c.196. 
22. William Trimble, "Diverging Tendencies in New York Democracy in "the 
Period of the Locofoco 0 s," The American Historical Review, XXIV, 
Apri 1,., 1919, p. 404 o Hereinafter cited as "Di verging Tendencies." 
23. Proctor, Life and Works, p. 284; Bryant, J?E• cit., p. 22; Lester 
Harvey Rifkin, .,2Eo cito, implies that prior to 1834, Leggett's 
reasons for wanting the destruction of the National Bank were the 
0 
same as the Tammany leadershipo I disagree with this claim0 Leggett's 
opposition to the Bank was always based on his belief that it was in 
violation of the equal rights principle. His alliance with the 
Tammany leadership, if there really was one, was based on the assumption 
.,, 
.• 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34 • 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 
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; 
that they desired to see the Bank destroyed for the same reason 
as he did. Of course, this was a false assumption; when he 
realized their true motive, he turned on them. 
Worton, .21?• cit., p. 341. 
Evening Post, August 14, 1836. 
Evening Post, September 7, 1835. 
Evening Post, August 14, 1835. 
., 
On his inauguration Jackson, like all presidents, took an oath to 
uphold the Union~1f,,v He "C,1ould have upheld it and kept· it together even 
if he could b:av~f done so only by the use of forceo His action in 
the Nullification Controversy, if nothing else, would indicate this. 
During the New York City riots of 1834. 
The Globe was owned by Francis Blair, a friend of Jackson and a 
member of the Kitchen Cabinet. 
Evening Post, September 19, 1835. 
Ibid. 
Evening Post, October 10, 1835. 
Byrdsall, .22• cit., p. 31. 
Evening Post, August 20, 1835. 
William Trimble, "The Social Philosophy of the Loco•Foco Democracy," American Journal of Sociology, XXVI,May, 1921, p. 709. 
Byrdsa~l, .22• cit., p. 22. 
Ibid., p. 26. 
In a short time this name was applied to all who belonged to the 
Democratic Party. With usage it became an accepted title. 
The official title of the Tammany leaders. 
Byrdsall, .22• cit., p. 30. 
42. Ibid., p. 34. 
43. Ibid., p. 35. 
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44. Ibid., p. 36. The radicals continued to refer to their organiza-
tion as the n·emocratic· Party until September 15, 1836. On this 
day, at a state convention in Utica; it was voted to assume the 
name of Equal Rights Party. 
45. Ibid., p. 39. 
46. Proctor, Life and Works, p. 288. 
47. Byrdsall, .2)20 cito, p. 34. 
48. I would like to correct a statement made by Gustavus Myers in his 
book The History- of Tammany Hall,. Myers states: "Beside his editorial 
support of the movement~ Leggett participated in the practical work of 
its organization and managemento The clear thought and definite 
expression shmm in most Equal Rights manifestoes and resolutions 
are perhaps directly due to himo" TaJting the 'tYOrds as '{aJritten, I 
assume that Myers is implying that Leggett played a direct and active 
role in the Equ2l Rights Partyo If my asswnption is right~ Myers is 
wrongo First of all, as Byrdsall has pointed out in his book, 
Leggett did not favor "a separate organization of the Equal Rights 
Democracyo" Po 320 But let us ~ssume for the sake of argument that 
Leggett would have agreed to a separate organization, Myers statement 
would still be wrongo At the time the new Party was formed Leggett 
was an extremely sick man who could notj even if he had wished, take 
part in £ny activity, political or otherwiseo In fact, he was so ill, 
he was not able to work for over eleven months, from Octoberp 1835, 
to September, 18360 If he was not able to put in a day 9 s work, or 
even a half a day, he certainly was in no condition to lead a 
political partyo Myers does not make it clear when Leggett took this 
active parto Maybe he is referring to the period after September, 
18360 If this is the case he is still wrongo When Leggett returned 
to the Postl) he had enough trouble with .. Bryant and !4rso Coleman 
without taking on political headacheso · Even when he quit the Post 
in November~ he did not have the time to be a leader, he was much 
too busy producing the Plaindealero There is no evidence that I 
can find which in anyway support$ Myers statemento I feel that his 
error is the result of his mc-cepting too literally the historical 
claim that William Leggett was the spokesman for the Equal Rights 
men. Even if this claim is true, (which I feel it is) it does not 
necessarily imply that he took an active role in the Party, 
49. Byrdsall, .,220 cit., p. 46. 
so.· Ibid., p. 46 •. 
51. Although Leggett was not a member of either Party, he had a number 
of friends in both. -
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52. Plaindealer, March 11, 1837. 
53. Normally Congress would not have convened until "the first Monday 
in December. o •• " Constitution, Section 12, Paragraph 2. 
54. Trimble, "Diverging Tendencies," p. 411. 
55. Hugins, ·.22. cit o, p. 102. 
" 
56. Hammond, .22• cit., p. 476. 
57. Scheiber, 
.22• cit., p • 214. '\;. 
58. Byrdsall, .2Eo cit., p • 173. 
59. Ibid., p. 187. 
-
60. Trimble, "Diverging Tendencies," p. 416. 
Chapter VI. 
1. A study of Leggett is made difficult by the lack of necessary primary 
materials. There are periods in his life of which we have no knowledge. 
Most of what we know about him came from the pens of Sedgwick, Bryant 
and Whittiero Personal papers of Leggett are non-existent. 
2. Trimble, "Diverging Tendencies," pp. 396-421 • 
3. Not all former Workingman Party members joined the Democratic Party • 
Some joined the Whigs. 
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VITA 
John J. Fox, Jr., son of }1r. and Mrs. John J. Fox, Sr., was 
born in Pittsfield, Massachusetts on December 20, 1931. ··He was educated 
in the city's public schools and graduated from Pittsfield High School 
in 1949. For the next three years he worked in retail sales. In 
October, 1952 he was inducted into the Army and served two years in the 
Infantry. 
Germany. 
Eighteen months of his service time was spent in Berlin, 
. ,-
( . \ /, 
In September, 1955, a year after being dischat"g~d, he entered 
Massachusetts State Teachers College at North Adams, graduating cum 
laude in June, 1959, with a BS: Ed. degree. After teaching in the 
' Pittsfield public schools for two years he was appointed a graduate 
,.-::c·. 
assistant at Lehigh !rniversity. At present Mr. Fox is completing his 
graduate studies at Lehigh. 
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